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m.entary m<:>tion provided in ithe .r.ule. l do not think it is a the present occupant of the chair was not here when the· original 
good practice. It never has been done under our unanimous- agreement was made-the amendment now having been brought 
consent agreements, and l ·think every Senator should .at least up, it is Tegularly before the Senate. The Ohair ·thinks--
hu-ve re erved tG him the right under the Tule to make any Mr. ALDRICH. But it wo11ld have no -privilege to-morrow 
regnlar ;parliamentary motion. unless-

'11he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator I The VI.CE-PRESIDENT. It would be the pending proposi-
objects t-o the request of the Senator from low.a? tion. 'That is the impression of the Chair. 

Mr. LODGE. I do. Mr. HEYBURN. I do not understand the amendment nas 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the .Senator .from Texas will .agree been brought up in that sense. 

with me. There will be no .trouble here. We have been here Mr. ALDRICH. 1 ask the Chair to put the request for unani-
together ·a long time. W-e on this :side ar.e not trying to g.et an mous consent . 
..agreement that will ·be different fr.om what is .ex.pressed here. The VICE-PRESIDENT. What was the request of the 'Sen-
We will go -On in the regular way. There is no trouble what- . ator-that it go over until to-morrow? 
eyer about it. I have no intention at present to make a motion Mr. ALDRICH. That the pending amendment be taken up 
ta r.e.f-er; but I do :not think it is desirable that we should .be immediately after the -disposition of the schedules and be con
-eut off from makin g pvoper motions with respect ta the .dispo- : tinued from day 'to day until disposed ·of. 
sition of this subject. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. BAILEY. Complying with the ·suggestion of the Sen- Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to understand the term "dis-
ator from Massachusetts, who repeated the ·suggestion of the posed of. ' The te:r:m "disposed of" does not imply a vote. 
Senator from Rhode Island, that that kind -0f unanimous ..Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
consent was unprecedented, or at least unusual, in the Sen.ate, : Mr. HEYBURN. crot 11pen the amendment. 
I llgreed te wai;ve that and to take the Senator's wor<l tha:t he · l\f.r. BEVERIDGE. That means subject to any -rule of the 
wouid not make a moti011 to refer. But I ·do not deem it half . ·senate. 
so important now as it has l>een heretofore. Heretofore the : Mr. HEYBURN. I want that to appear in the RECORD. 
plan of campaign mapped out by the Senator from R:hode lsland : Mr. BAILEY. l\Ir. President, 1: dislike to take myse'lf ·off the 
was to m«:rve ta Tefer this .amendment to the Judiciary Com- floor, but I make the point of -order that the hour of daily 
-mittee, and that !J}lan -of campaign was t>ased on the belief that adjournment has arrived . 
.they -eould ,cast mare -otes tor .a motion to ref-er than they The VICE-PRESIDENT. The _point of order is w-ell taken. 
could for a motion to defeat. That was tbe whole purpo,se. I "The honr -of "7 ·o'clock hating 'fil.'rtved, the ·senate :s.tands ad
was not altogether a novice .at ma.tte:cs here, and I knew what journed until to-morrow, Saturday, June 19, 1909., at 10 -0'clocl!:: 
the Senator mtended rto -do :and why he intended to do it, just a. m, 
as well as he did. Consequently I iterated and reiterated, with 
some -degree of persistence, tha..t that wa-s what he mtended to 
do, with .the dir.ect .and specific object of .preventing him from 
doing it. .At least we have brought everybody in the United 
,States ·Senate :and e:verybody in the counti:y .to understand that 
.a w-ote .to :l'efer iis u v<0te .to defeat, and he can now -poll .about as 
:many votes against the .amendment as he can on the motion to 
refer it. 

Tlle Sen.a.tor fram Rhode Island tound that out, .and so did 
th.e President .of the United States find it· out, .and straightway, 
-although the Pr.esident, as has been recited 1:1.ere te-day, had 
declared that an .amendment to the .<Jonstitution was unneces
sary~ .and had made that declaration the basis of a criticism 
against the Democratic party, he now goes to the declaration· 
of the Democratic platform.; .and I think if we -could have .a 
week or ten days fonger, .and we were blessed wilh the .kind of 
,pr:ogr.ess that fhe 1.as.t ten .days has brought, the counti:y would 
witness the unlooked-for :spectacle of the .Senator fro-m Rhode 
Tuland even -consenting to .an lncome-tax .amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. May the Chair interxupt .to :sug
gest that it is very near 7 o'.c1ock'2 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask tbat the unanimous consent be granted. 
.l\!r. BAILEY. The .matter is now ·before the Senate. Let it 

go over, and it will be the pending question in the .morning. 
ir. ALD.RICH. It wm not go over as the pending question. 

1\!r. BAILEY. Oh, yes. 
.Mr. LODGE. It will have no privilege in the morning. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. It will have no -privilege to-morrow. 
Mr. '.BAILEY. It will not? 
MT. ALDRICH. No. 
Mr. BAILEY. When an .amendment is 'J)ending-
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 
Mr. B.ATLEY. Then I will -ask unanimous consent to with· 

fil'aw at, '8.lld I will ofl'er it again when .I can. 
·The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that Tequesf? 
Mr . .ALDRICH. The Senator does not need to withdraw 'it. 

lt falls ·at 7 o'clock. 

SEN.ATE. 

SATURDAY-, June 19, 1909. 
The Senate met at 10· o'clock .a. m . 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. IDysses G. 13. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proeeedings was read a:nd approv-ed. 

iFINDING-S ·OF THE COURT .OF CLA.IM.S. 

The VICE-PRESIDE.i~T laid before the Senate communica
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, h·ans
Illi.tting certified copies of the :findings of fact filed by the 
court in the following caut:ies: 

1lill. the cause of .'Jacob M. Davis and sundry ether claimants 
of the League Island Navy-Ya:r.d v. Ullited States {S. Doe. 
No. 107); 

In the cause of Otto Seiler, administrator of the .estate of 
Carl Weiland, deceased, v. United States (S. Doe. No. 106); 
and ' 

In the cause of Hans Anderson and sundry other claimants 
-of the Brooklyn Navy-Yard v. United States (K Doe. No. 1()8). 

The faregoing 'findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
·referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

ALASIU:-YUK'ON-P-ACIFJ:C EXPOSICflON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays b-ef-Ore ·the 13enate 
;a t.el-egram in the nature of an invitation to the Members of 
the Senate1 which will be read. 

'I'he Secretary ::read .as :foilows: 

Hon. JAMES S. SHERMAN, 
Vice-Presi-dmt, Washingto-n, .D. 0.: 

EXPOSITION -GROUNDS, 
Seattle, Wash., .Ju.ne .18, 11J09. 

Yourself ·ann Members of the United States Senate are cordia:Ily m
vited to attend Alask.a-Yukon--i>acific Exposition_, now being held at 
Seattle, to ron±inue until October 16. Journey to \this section, we be
lieve, would .be :instructive nd ;pleasant to !the Members of Congress. 

J. E. CHrLBERG, Presid-e tt. 
The VICE..:PRESIDENT. The telegram will be referred to 

the Select -Committee on Industrial Expositions. Mr. BAILEY. Will it not be pending to-morrow'! 
Mr. ALDRICH. No. 
Mr. BAILEY. I will ·ask tbe Chair fo1· .a construction of PETITIONS AND MEMO.&IALS. 

the ·parliamentary rule. If we -adjourn without any action on Mr. :GALLINGER presented a petition -0f the National Fed-
it, does the amendment" lapse or will it be pending when we eration of Remedial Loan Associations, praying for the enact
-again meet? ment of ·legislation to regulate the money-loaning business m 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The impression of the Chair is tha.t the Distrlct of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee 
the amendment would lapse. on the Dish·ict of Columbia. 

Mr. BAILEY. The :amendment would lapse'? W·e -ought to Mr. DEPl:DW presented ·memorials .of sundry citizens of 
"have a little more time-- Chateaugay, Bea'Ver Falls, New York, Potsdam, and Watertown, 

Mr. ALDilICH. Will the Senator allow me to .ask una:niin-011s all :in the State of New Ym.:k~ remonstrating against any reduc
consent that this amendment be taken up immediately after the tion fi'\Om the Dingley nrtes on news print paper and wood 
disposition of the schedules and continued from da-y t-o day :antil pu1p, which w.ere ordeTed to tie -on the tabl-e. 
disposed of? I a k unanimous consent for that. M:r. PILES presented .a .petition -0f the !Pacific Coast Lumber 

Mr. BAILEY. The {Jhair wishes to ·say ·something. Manufacturers~ Association, p-.i:a-ying i:hat :an appropriation be 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wants to correet a mis~ · made to enable the Interstate Commerce Commissi-on to make 

apprehension. The .Chair was under a misapprebension. The valuaiiion -of the i:a.ih'oad prnperty in the United States, which 
Ohair -understands now, from wbat the clerk 1:eils him, that- wa.s referred to the Committee -0n Interstate Commerce. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: · 
By l\fr. SMOOT: . 
A bill ( S. 2634) granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Goshen (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON : 
A bill (S. 2635) for the relief of Martin Ball; to the Com-

mittee on Claims. . . . 
By Mr. GALLINGER: 
A bill (S. 2636) to provide for participation by the United 

States in certain industrial expositions of products and manu
factures of the United States exclusively, to be held in the prin
cipal cities of South America; to the Select Committee on Indus
trial Expositions. 

By Mr. MONEY: 
A bill ( S. 2637) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 

of Claims in the matteJ." of the claim of Mattie H. Jarnagin 
(with the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: 
A bill (S. 2638) for the relief of the Saginaw Swan Creek 

ru;td Black River band of Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Michigan; to the Committee on Claims. 

IRON AND STEEL PRODUCTS. 
On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 
Ordered, That the paper entitled "Percentages of Increase and De

crease of Rates of Schedule C of H. R. 1438, Iron and Steel Products,'' 
be printed as a document (S. Doc. No. 109). 

DUTY ON OIL, 

On motion of Mr. OWEN, it was 
01·dercd, That a memorial on behalf of the independent oil producers 

and independent oil refiners, praying for a tarifC on oil, be printed as a 
document, including the map (~. Doc. No. tl8, pt. 2). 

THE WOOLEN INDUSTRY. 
On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 
Ordet·ed, That 3,000 copies of Senate Do~ument No. 70, Sixty-first Con

gress, first session, on the wool trade of the United States, be printed. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution, which 

was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LORIMER] be appointed 

to fill the vacancy in each of .the following committees : 
On Expenditures in the Navy Department (chairmanship) ; 
On Manufactures ; 
On Pacific Islands and Porto Rico ; and 
On Private Land Claims. 

THE TARIFF. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning busine.ss is closed, 

and the first bill on the calendar will be proceeded with. 
The Senate, as in Committee ·of the Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 
. Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

. The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Aldrich Clapp Gamble 
Bacon Clark, Wyo. Gore 
Bailey Culberson Guggenheim 
Bankhead Cullom Hale 
Bev.eridge Cummins Heyburn 
Borah Curtis Hughes 
Brandegee Daniel Johnson, N. Dak. 
Briggs Davis Johnston, Ala. 
Bristow Depew Jones 
Brown Dick Kean 
Bulkeley Dillingham Lodge 
Burkett Dolliver McLaurin 
Burnham Fletcher Martin 
Burrows Flint Nelson 
Burton Foster Oliver 
Carter Frye Overman 
Chamberlain Gallinger Page 

Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles · 
Rayner 
Root 
Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Tillman 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-seven Senators have an
swered to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. l\Ir. President, the matter which was be
fore the Senate last night at the adjournment was with refer
ence to the income-tax amendment of the Senator from Texas 
[l\1r. BAILEY]. It is my purpose to ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of that amendment immediately after the 
disposition of the schedules and the free list, whether any 
agreement is reached· or not, and to continue its consideration 
before- the Senate from · day to day until it is disposed of. I 

would suggest with that understanding that the matter may 
~~~ -

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, after conferring with a· num
ber of Senators who feel that it is inconvenient and undesirable 
for this matter to be postponed at one time until another time 
and then until a further time, there .being uncertainty as to 
whether it would then be taken up or postponed again, and it 
also being _the opinion of the Republican Senators who favor . 
an income tax that the proper place to dispose of it is after 
the schedules have been completed, I am myself disposed to 
assent to any arrangement that will make it clear and definite. 

I do not concur in the opinion that the proper place to dis
pose of this question is after all the other schedules have been 
disposed of, and I concur less now that the President of the 
United States and the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
recognize that it is necessary to supplement the revenues of this 
bill by some internal-revenue taxation. 

Mr. ·ALDRICH. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
l\fr. BAILEY. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am not authorized to speak for the Presi

dent of the United States, but so far as the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance is concerned, the Senator is inaccurate 
in that statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. President, I will b~ glad to have it 
appear in the RECORD that the Senator · denies the necessity of 
raising additional revenue and yet intends to report and sup
port a proposition to do it. 

Mr." ALDRICH. Mr. President--
Mr. BAILEY. I leave that for the Senator to settle with 

himself and his constituents. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think I will be able to make a statement 

upon that subject that will be satisfactory to the Senate. I 
certainly can make one that will b.e satisfactory to myself. 

Mr. BAILEY. I h1;1.ve no doubt the Senator from Rhode Is
land will be able to make some kind of defense. for this advance 
that will at least pass, even if it is not accepted by his friends 
on that side. Bi;i.t all the time until within the last week the 
whole objection to this income-tax amendment has been, I mean 
so far as announced on the floor and as it appears in the RECORD 
that it was unnecessary taxation, and therefore unwise taxa: 
tion. I perfectly understand that that is not the whole objec
tion to it which Senators feel, and which Senators, when-ever 
required to do so, would proclaim, but so far as the RECORD 
appears, that has been the sole argument against it. 

If it be true that the bill under consideration will raise 
through its tariff schedules ample revenues to support the Gov
ernment, then, obviously, no further money ought to be col
lected from the people, and, as obviously, · if we are going to 
raise this $80,000,000 on the incomes of the country, we ought 
to reduce the collections by $80,000,000 on the consumption of 
the country. Holding to that view, I still contend that the 
first thing that ought to have been done in the consideration 
of this bill was to decide this income-tax amendment, so that 
if we did determine to raise a given amount of money in that 
way, we would raise that much less money in the other way . 

But the two votes of the Senate have made it manifest that 
a majority, including some sincere friends of the income-tax 
amendment, desire it to go over. I believe I state the views 
of the Republican Senators who are cooperating in this; they 
have voted rather under protest heretofore ; and in order to 
relieve them of that embarrassment, or, rather, to relieve them 
of the necessity of voting to take it up at once, when they think 
it would be and could be more properly disposed of at last I 
am willing to agree to the arrangement of the Senator fr~m 
Rhode Island, with the assurance, and that is all I ask-I do 
not ask even that it .shall be made under the unanimous-consent 
agreement-with the assurance that there shall be no motion· 
made to refer this subject to the committee or to any committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Chair understands the re-
quest of the Senator-- · 

.Mr. HEYBURN. Does the Senator from Texas yield the 
floor? · . · 

Mr. BAII,EY. I yield it' for the present. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not desire to be con

tentious in this matter. I have pretty well defined views in re
gard to what I shall feel compelled to do in regard to these pro
posed measures. No one is or will be authorized to promise for 
me that I will not object or that I will not make a motion to 
refer this to a committee. _ · 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no agreement suggested in regard 
to that. . . 
· Mr. HEYBURN. I yvill not comment upon anything the Sen- · 

ator from Rhode Island has said. I merely desiTe that no 
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one slia11 be misled;: that there shall be hereafter no question say it. When I take. the :floor by rigll.t in the Senate, I will hold 
about it. it by right on my own judgment, subject always to the rules of 

It is not my intention to vote for an income-tax bill to tax courtesy. 
the net incomes of corporations or any other subterfuge for the Mr. NELSON. Mr. President--
purpose of raising money enough to pay the expenses of the · Mr. HEYBURN. . But I run not to b~ taken off the floor like 
Government outside of the eustom-h-0nse dues and the internal a schxlolboy; n-0t for a moment. 
revenue. I have very el.early defined views. I have some. re- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
sponsibility, at least to the extent of· my constituency, and I to the Senator from Minnesota? 
desire that there shall be. no misunderstanding about it. It Mr. HEYBURN. I yield" witlt pleasure. 
makes no difference in what shape the income-tax. bill may Mr. NELSON. The Senator seemS' obll tous to the fact that 
come into the Senate, it makes: no difference in what. shape a the higher you raise the duties the less the revenue. 
bill may com:e into the Senate p1·oposing to tax: net incomes of . Mr. HEYBURN. I am not gofng to discuss that now at all. 
corparations or any other . income of corporations, until a con- r will discuss the question o:f protective tariff when it is. up in 
stituti-0nal method for raising the money to pay the expenses order to be discussed, and not before; but at this particular time 
of the Government is shown to· be inadequate I will not give I am not going, so far as my vote· or my consent is concerned, to 
my support to extraordinary m-easures. I belong to· ae Repub.'- , make way for any substitute for the principle of protection. I 
licarr party. I speak its principles. I am not ready to about want no substitute for it. We promised the people that we 
faee at the demand ef anybody. We were marching-and will would stand for protection:, and we did not prumise them that 
continue to march, in my judgm-ent; to a determination based we wottld stand for any substitute for it. Now I yield the floor. 
upon the protective-tarttf policy of the Republican party~ and The VICE-PRESIDENT. Th>es the Chair understand the Sen-
1 certainly shall never admit defeat until after the battle is ator from Texas to withdraw his amendment? 
long over: Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that it may go ove-r, or the Sen-ator 

Mr: CUMUtNS. Mr~ President-- can wf thdra w it and offer- it again. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator· from Idaho- yield The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does' the Chair understand the 

to the Senator from Iowa? . Senator from T~:x:as to withdraw it? 
Mr. HEYBURN: Yes. A EY 
Mr. CUM !INS. I could not hear the early sentenceg in the fi·. BA.IL 1 first desire the ruling of the Chair whether 

remarks of the Senator from Idaho:.. the amendment is now before the Senate. 
l\Ir~ ALDRICH~ I ap~!ll to the Senator from Idaho not to The. VICE-PRESIDENT. The ChaiT held last evening that it 

k'""'" would be before the Sen.ate this morning. 
Cliscuss this matter until we ea.n. get through the schedules of Mr. BAILEY. I so- construed the rUling· of the Chair, but I 
the bill. If we· expect to pass the" bill at all, we must go ahead wanted to be certain. 
with it and not discuss; questions not before the Senate- I a{J'- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator is 
peal ta the Senator--· right. 
· Mr. CUMMINS. I d-0 not desire to discuss: tbe income tax. Mr~ BAIL.EY. B.aving it before the Senate, I shall have 
I rose to· ask if the Senator from Idaho objected. to insist t~at the Senator from Rhode Island exercise the right 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no request for unantmomf consent. and power of the majority to postpone it. · 
I simply ma:de the statement that after the paragraphs are dis- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Senator from Rh-0de 
posed of I shall myself a:sk the Senate· to consider these amend- Island, as the. Chair u.nd~rstands,, asks unanimous consent, in 
ments from day to day and time to time until they are disposed accordance with the request made last night, that the pending 
of, a suggestion whfch tlle Senator from Texas accepted. There amendment be taken up a.fter all these schedules of the pending 
is no request for unanimous consent before the· Senate:. . bill are disposed of-- ~ 

Mr. CUMMINS. That is entirely satisfactory to me, but I Mr. ALDRICH. And the free list.. 
could not hear what the Sena._tor from Idaho was sa.ying. The VICE-PRESIDENT. And that it be considered from d<l-'n' 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will try to speak so that anyone wm '""J 

bear me. r would pre!er to have the judgment ot the Senator to day, to the exclusion of other business, save morning busi-
ns t:o the· wi dom of what I do after I say it rather than before. ness. · The Chair assumes the' Senator meant until finally dis-

1\fr. ALDRICR I a_ni anxious to get along with the bill. posed of. Is there objection? 
.1\lr. HEYBURN. So am I; no Senator here- is mo.re anxious Mr. BORAR I do not rise: to object, but I want to suggest 

than I am to finish this business, and the minute or two I again that, in order to make headway 1n thi matter, the 
shill occupy in stating my position here will not be, in my judg- committee shall not delay bringing in the corporation tax, for 
ment, very expensive in point o.f time. we want to take some time to consider it before we take up the 

We are going forward to the consideration of the ta.riff question for the purpose of discussion. 
schedules that are framed upon the proteetive-tariff principle, Mr. ALDRICH. I might as well say now, perhaps, as at any 
and whether oi: not those schedules: are g.oing to be whittled d-0wn time, that the committee have requested. the Attorney-General,' 
now so as to- leave a margin of neceSsity for some other legis- and the President has requested the Attorney-General, to pre
lation is a question of very great importan:c-e to. me. I have pa:re a:n amendment~ and the Attorney-General, under the direc
voted against every reduction In existing duties, because I tion of the President, is preparing an amendment which wm 
believe that the promise that was made, and always is made, reflect the views of the administration. That amendment wm 
by the Republican party that it will pay the expenses of the be considered by the committee as soon as its consideration is 
Government through the means of the custom-h-0use and by in- possible, and it will be reported to the Senate, I hope, not later 
ternal revenue is tlle most sacred promise that the Republican than Monday morning. That is my present hope, but it cell"
party ever made to the American people. r for one propo e to tainly will be presented immediately after it is perfected fo:r 
stand for it here or elsewhere, wherever it may arise. the consideration of the Senate, and c·ertainly at least a day 

I am not going to enter into any considerable discussion of before any suggestion is made for taking it up. I hope very 
this question, but, with all due deference to the chairman of much--
the Committee on Finance, I have been accustomed always . Mr. BAILEY. I understand the Constitution requires bills 
through my life to participate in the deliberations and the dis- for raising revenue to originate in the House of Representatives 
cussions of any body of which I am a member, and I. shall have and not in the White House. 
to insist up-0n that privilege here. Mr. ALDRICH. This is not a question of a bill for raising 

Now, r can. see this danger facing the Republican party right revenue. The President of the United States hag sent a. message 
now:· That, resting upon the fancied security of ampl-e revenue here upon -this subject, and it is- desirable, in my opinion, that 
from other sources they may say: "Oh, well, no matte1· much we should have the ideas and rec0Illllendations of the President 
whether this duty is high or whether low." For one, I shall in reference to the matter·. 
still continue to march along the line of high protective duty, for Mr. BAILEY. Wen, the Constitution~-· . 
the dual purpose of producing revenue and paying the expenses Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment will be reported by tlie 
of this Government. And I will be no-what do they call it?- Committee on Finance, and the- Committee on Finance will be 
discontent or rebel. responsible for it.. I do 11ot mean to say that the Committee 

Mr. ALDltICH rose. on Finance will have to take the suggestions of the Attorney-
M:r. HEYBURN. I think the Senator will probably wait until General or of the President; but it is my jndgment that we 

I bave yielded the floor. shoulitl have the viewg of the President. He bas exp1·essed in a 
1'1r. ALDRICH. Certainly. . general way his ideas upon the subject, and I think it is desir-
Mr. HEYBURN. I am not very patient of intoleranc·e when able that we shoUld have his views in concrete form.. There 

my rights are involved, and I am not very apt to· yield ta the is no concealment about this matter. It is not that the Com
dictate of any schoolmaster tactics. I say this with all respect, .mittee. on Finance.. is bound to. accept tile- suggestions of the 
but it is not the first occasion in which I have felt inclined to A~torney-General and of the President, but we do desire to know 
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exactly the form in which they would be glad to· have the amend· of the yeas and nays. It is a very excellent thing that at 
ment put. this particular moment this incident shall be referred to again 

Mr. BORAH. I would be very glad myself, of course, to in order that we may be clear hereafter as to whatever right 
have the views of the Attorney-General upon this matter, but any Senator may have who has offered an amendment, and that 
it will evidently take some time for the Senator and his com- when he has risen for the very purpose of exercising his parlia
mittee to frame a new system of taxation. I only suggest that mentary right to withdraw it he shall be recognized before a 
as a reason why it will take a considerable time to dispose of it show of hands ordering the yeas and nays. 

fter it is brought in. Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I want to be frank with the 
Mr. ALDRICH. I appreciate that fully. Senator from Texas about this matter. There is no reason why 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request there should be any_ concealment. · 

of the Senator from Rhode Island? . · l\Ir. BAILEY. I think we can reach an agreement now. 
· Mr. BAILEY. Before assenting to that request, I want to Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas asks if he can with-

ascertain exactly what my rights would be. I have no expecta- draw his amendment. My understanding is that the consider
tion that the Attorney-General will prepare an amendment or ation of this amendm.en,t of his is to be proc~eded with _until 
that the Finance Committee will report an amendment which I it is disposed of. Of course, if he withdraws it that disposes 
could support, but, as they are making progress, it might be that of it. 'lllere is no question about that. That is a perfectly 
it would be safe and wise to leave ' ourselves in a position to plain proposition. The Senator from Texas has the right to 
accept their proposition, if it be one that would at all be in withdraw it at any time, and that disposes of it until he offers 
accordance with our views. Before I assent to the request, I it again, or he may never offer it again, if he pleases. No 
want to ask, as a matter of parliamentary procedure, if I would Senator loses his rights by any suggestion I have made. He 
be entitled as a matter of right to withdraw the pending amend- has all the rights which he is entitled to as a Member of the 

· ment, if I chose to do it for any reason. · Senate. I have no disposition to deprive and I am sure I.could 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair assumes the Senator is not deprive the Senator from Idaho of any rights which he has. 

familiar with paragraph 2, of Rule XXI, which reads: Our . experience "in the past has shown that the Senator is not 
Any motion or. resolution may be withdrawn or modified by the mover inclined to permit anybody to infringe upon his rights, and I 

at any time before a decision, amendment, or ordering o! the yeas and certainly have no disposition to do so • . But I assure the Sena
nays, except a. motion to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn tor that all the rights .which he is entitled to under the rules 
without leave. of the Senate will be accorded to him. We can not help our-

Mr. BAILEY. I was familiar with the rule, but I under- selves. The proceeding will be under the rules of the Senate 
stood the Chair the other morning to hold that a motion could from the moment the proposition is taken up. 
not be withdrawn after the yeas and nays were ordered, and Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. President, with this matter clarified, 
then the Senator-- and while I have no earthly expectation that any amendment 
· The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did so hold. will be reported for which I would be willing to vote, whil~ 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. That is the plain provision of the rule. still pressing the proposition which I· now have pending, I stiH 
Mr. BAILEY. Then the Senator from Georgia raised the want the right to do that if Republicans should progress that 

question, and th~ Chair then held that it being in the. possession far in so short a time. 
of the Senate it could not be withdrawn, without reference to With that .understanding now I will not say that I am per
whether the yeas and nays were ordered. The RECORD, of fectly willing, but I am willing in a spirit to accommodate 
course, will show that; I have not exa.mined it, but I remember those who are cooperating with me, that this matter shall be 
the occurrence. I had this very matter in my mind then. With laid aside until we have finished the .schedules which levy du
the understanding that I can do that, I myself would have no ties and the free list, except that this amendment is to come as 
objection to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island. an amendment to the sugar schedule, and of course that could 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, every Senator will have all not be disposed of before this was taken up. But I am per
the rights he is entitled to under the rules of this body, if my fectly willing to do that, and I am constrained to agree to that 
suggestion is carried out. arrangement for the further reason that Senators on both sides 

Mr. BAILEY. That is altogether too general. I want to desire to know exactly when they will be required to be here. 
know specifically. Some Senators who are either sick themselves ·or detained·from 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator undoubtedly, under the rule the Senate by the sickness of their families will know the 
which has just been read, would have the right to withdraw matter is to come up. They do not desire to be called back from 
the amendment, either temporarily or permanen.tly, if he should their homes on Tuesday to have it postponed .until Thursday 
so desii:e. and on Thursday to have it postponed until Monday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At .what time? . Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. ALDRICH. At any time before the yeas and nays were l\Ir. BAILEY; Certainly. 

ordered. . l\fr. CLAY. I do not know that I understood the Senator 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was just the point I made. The thoroughly. Do I understand the Senator to say that when 

Senator from Texas is quite right. I made that point first the this amendment is called up under the rules of the Senate the 
other day. The Senator from Nebraska asked to withdraw his Chair has stated the Senator will have a right to withdraw the 
amendment. amendment? 

Mr. KEAN. The yeas and nays had been ordered. Mr. BAILEY. That is so. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; the yeas and nays had been ordered, . Mr. CLAY. Suppose some Senator should object to the with

and I rose then to protest against it. I was on my feet when drawal of the amendment; under the rules of the Senate, the 
the ·yeas and nays were called for, addressing the Chair. I amendment being in the possession of the Senate, would not 
remember the incident, because I raised it. Before I was recog- the Chair be compelled-to put it to the Senate as to whether or 
nized a sUfficient number had responded to order the yeas and not the amendment should be withdrawn? 
nays. Then the Chair recognized the Senator from Nebraska, Mr. BAILEY. The Chair has already stated otherwise, and 
and he asked leave to withdraw his amendment. After the yeas. read the rule. The Senator from Rhode Island himself concurs 
and nays had been ordered he could not do it without unani- in the opinion that I have a right to withdraw it, and that that 
mous consent. The Senator from Rhode Island promptly ob- right could not be defeated by a single objection. 
jected to that. Then the point was made by the Senator from l\Ir. CLAY. I understood the Chair to rule the other day 
Georgia and the Senator from l\Iaine that it did not make any that after an amendment is in the pos ession of the Senate 
difference about ordering the yeas and nays at any time, for he and any Senator objected to its withdrawal, the question must 
could not withdraw his amendment without unanimous consent. be put to the Senate as to whether the amendment could be 

Mr. ALDRICH. l\Ir. President-- withdrawn. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me just a moment, because I The VICE-PRESIDENT. When it was in the po session of 

should like to get this matter straight on the record. So far as the Senate as defined by the rule, and the rule ays that it is 
that incident came about, it is exactly as the ~enator from I in the po ession of the Senate so_.~hat it can not be withdrawn 
Texas has stated it, and as I clearly remember it. I myself, after an amendment or after ordermg the yeas and nays. 
when the yeas and· nays were called for, rose and demanded l\fr. CLAY. That would change the rule, then. 
recognition, but I · was not recognized until a sufficient number I Mr. BAILEY. The only mistake the Chair made, then, was 
had raised tbeir' bands to Eecond the demand for the ye s and merely a mistake in saying that he would have held the same 
nays. Then the Senator from Nebraska· was on his feet at the way if the yeas and .nays had not been ordered. His ruling in 
same time asking to withdraw his amendment. ·· that case was unadvised. · 

Now it appears that he would have had the right to with- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not make that state-
d.raw the amendment if it had not been for the ordering ment. · 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was the Senator from Georgia and the 
Senator from Maine who made·that statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair very clearly holds according to 
the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, then, hears no objection 
to the agreement as stated by the Chair, and that ls the order 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire leave to extend in my remarks tables 
and statistics that I used the other day. ~ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without -objection, . leave to print 
certain papers with the remarks of the Senator froin Nebraska 
will be granted. 

Mr. BACON. I did not hear the request. 
Mr. BROWN. I ask leave to insert in my remarks statistics 

nnd tables which I used the other ·day. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? ThE:! Chair 

hears none. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to correct a state

ment I made on yesterday in answer to an interrogatory from 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. BROWN]. I then stated that 
the International Paper Company ·had ·not sold paper at even 
so high a price. as $45 per ton. I made a mistake, which was 

. somewhat natural, from the fact that the company had not sold 
paper covering the entire year at an average as high as that, 
but· that the company sold paper in small · lots at a higher rate 
than I stated is undoubtedly true. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the pend
ing amendment submitted by the Senator from · Rhode Island 
on behalf of the Committee on Finance. 

The SECRETABY. On page 156, Schedule M, Pulp, Papers, and 
Books, in lieu of paragraph 402 as printed in the bill, the com
mittee proposes the following substitute: 

402. Mechanically ground wood pulp, one-twelfth of 1 cent per pound, 
dry weight: Provided, however, That mechanically ground wood pulp 
shall be admitted free of duty from any country or dependency (being 
the product of any such country or dependency), when and so long as 
such country or dependency, or ·any province or subd.ivision thereof, 
does not forbid or restrict the exportation of or impose any import or 
export duty, export license fee, or other export charge of any kind what
soever, either directly or indirectly (whether in the form of additional 
charge or license fee or otherwise), upon mechanically ground ·wood 
pulp, logs, or wood for use in the manufacture of wood pulp. Chemical 
wood pulp, unbleached, one-sixth of 1 cent per pound, dry weight; 
bleached, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, dry weight : Provided, That if 
any country, dependency, province, or any subdivision thereor shall im
pose an export duty or other export charge of any kind whatsoever, 
either directly or indirectly, on pulp wood or logs exported to the 
United States, the amount of such export duty or other export charge 
shall be added as an additional duty to the duties herein imposed upon 
wood pulp when imported, directly or indirectly, from such country or 
dependency: And provided further, That in case any such country, de
pendency, province, or subdivision thereof shall forbid, directly or in
directly, the exportation of any wood pulp, logs, or wood for use in 
the manufacture of wood pulp, an additional duty equal to the rates of 
duties .imposed· by this paragraph upon wood pulp shall be imposed 
upon any wood pulp imported from such country or dependency. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I first want to call the chair
man's attention to what may be rather technical, because the 
amendment deals of course with pulp wood. The language is 
pulp wood and logs. To a void any possible question I would 
suggest the inserting of "pulp logs." . 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what is intended, although logs are 
on the free list now in this country. · 

Mr. CLAPP. But this proposes a duty in certain cases. 
l\1r. ALDRICH. I am quite willing to modify it. I think logs 

and pulp wood cover the purpose of the amendment, · but I am 
quite willing to accept the modification. 

Mr. CLAPP. There is another matter to which I wish to call 
the attention of the committee very seriously. I have no doubt 
the committee will differ with me, but I believe we are making 
a great mistake in these measures in treating the dependencies 
and provinces as_ separate· units. I can readily see how, if they 
wanted to resort to such a measure, they could impose an ex
port duty in those districts which have but little timber, leaving 
the district in which the mills are located without any restric
tive measure, and thus give to that district with its mills the 
entire American market, and yet perhaps seriously interfere 
with American mills adjacent to those other provinces where 
there would. be some stuff to bring in, and yet there would JJe 
no mills located in those provinces. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota 
does not understand the purpose and the effect · of the amend
ment. If the Province of Quebec, for instance, puts a prohibi
tion upon the exportation of this article, then the duty is im
posed. If the Senator will examine the matter, he will find 
that the proposition as made by the committee is--

Mr. CLAPP. Then why use the words "province or depend
ency?" Why not limit it plainly to one governmental sub, 
division? 

XLIV-219 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think, if the Senator will examine care
fully the substitute proposed by the committee, he will find that 
his idea has been carried out exactly by the terms of the amend
ment as offered. I will say that if Senators will now allow 
this amendment ·to be agreed to, and on further examination 
they -do not find it is as I have stated, or if there should be any 
objection to it, I will agree to have it taken up hereafter for 
cons id era ti on. 

Mr. CLAPP. I confess, Mr. President, that simply from hear
.mg the amendment read I can not pit my construction of it 
-against the construction placed upon it by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who prepared. it, but I will accept the Sena.tor's 
proposition. · 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it seems to me that it is almost 
impossible to gather the import of this proposed substitute from 
hearing it once read. · This is one of the most important para
graphs in this schedule; it reaches one of the basic factors of 
this question ; and it does seem to me that we should not be 
asked this morning to vote upon this substitute without having 
an J)pportunity to read it over. I want to appeal to the Sen
ator from Rhode Island · to let this paragraph go over until 
10 o'clock on Monday. If the correct interpretation is such as 
he gives it, I do not know that there would be any serious ob
jection to it. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have suggested that if the paragnph is 
now agreed to, I shall go back to it and myself ask to have "it 
reconsidered if there is subsequently any objection to it. 

Mr. BROWN. I will accept thV: assurance, if the Senator 
says that by request he will ask to have the amendment recon
sidered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. At any time? 
Mr. ALDRICH. At any time when it is reached. 
Mr. BROWN. In the meantime, let the amendment be 

printed. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it will be printed. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask to return to paragraph 

647. -
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment has not 

yet been disposed of. 
Mr. DANIEL. I thought it had, Mr. President. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I rise to say a few words about 

t~e. amendment. This. ame~dment is of a piece with the pro
vis10n that was contamed m the !Jouse bill with reference to 
the l~ber sc~edule. ~he effect of it i~ practically to absolutely 
prohibit the unportation of mechamcally ground pulp from 
Canada. A good deal of the timber lands in Canada are known 
as "cro~ lan.ds." '.that is the case in Ontario and I am in
clined to think it is in the other Provinces east of that. The 
~anadians do not . self the ti~ber lands, but they simply sell a 
llcense or a permit to cut tunber at a given rate for a given 
period; and those licenses or permits contain the restriction that 
the timber cut must be manufactured in Canada. If spruce 
timber is cut under such a permit, it has to be manufactured 
either into lµmber or into pulp wood in Canada. The effect of 
this is practically to exclude the pulp of that country. It 
amounts to a prohibition and a restriction. 

This amendment is even worse than the original provision in 
the bill as it passed the other House. If Senators believe in the 
idea of giving to the owners of forests of spruce timber suitable 
for paper malting in this country a complete monopoly and ex
cluding the spruce-timber supply of Canada, this a~endment 
w~ll e~ect .that purpose. If Senators believe that the paper 
mills µi this country should have an opportunity, where it is 
convenient, to secure Canadian wood pu1p in order to enable 
them to get cheaper raw material and to some extent conser-rn 
our forests, they ought to vote against this amendment. It is 
one of the most dangerous amendments in the entire bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota 
evidently does not understand either the purport of the amend-
ment or its effect. ' 

Mr. NELSON. I think I do understand it. 
. Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. I am sure the Senator does 
not understand it. There is no prohibition against the importa
tion of pulp into the United States at all. The substitute pro
vides for the importation of this article into the United States 
free of duty, unless Canada or any other country imposes un
reasonable restrictions upon the exportation of wood pulp. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me, suppose the 
Canadian government requires that timber cut on crown lands 
shall be manufadured into wood pulp in that country; is not 
that a restriction? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be a very unreasonable restric
tion, in J;Dy judgment, on the expo!tation of wood pulp. In that 
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case they would have to _pay one-twelfth of a cent a pound addi-1 penalty? It seems to me that necessarily the manufacturer of 
tlonal. There is no pro~bition about it. print paper in the United St~tes will pay it, and that we are 

Afr. NELSON. That is tbe a.mount of duty they would have simply, throngb this provision, imposing a penalty upon our-
to pay? selves . . 

Mr. ALDRICH. As duty they would pay two-twelfths of 1 Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if the premises of the Senator 
cent a pound, or one-sixth of a cent a pound in case they pro- from South Dakota were correct, his deductions would undoubt-
hibited the exportation of logs from the Dominion of Canada. edly be correct; but the amount of pulp wood which is imported 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is the penalty? from Canada, compared with the total consumption in the 
· Mr. ALDRICH. One-twelfth of. a cent is the penalty. United States, and compared with the total amount that is avail-
: Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator that there is no able in the United States, is a negligible quantity. 
prohibition in the . Canadian law. Logs are free under the Mr. BROWN._ Mr. President-~ 
Canadian ta.riff law. The law only relates to lands that are The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is-
owned by the se1eral Provinces that are known as "c1·own land yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
lands. ' \\i hen the government sells the right to cut timber on l\ir. ALDRICH. I . do. 
those lands a condition is inserted in the timber license or the :Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Rhode Island I presume 
permit· that the timber cut must be manufactured either into does not want to be understood as saying that the' importatio~ 
lumber or pulp in that country. That is the restriction. of more than one-third of the wood that is used in our paper 

Mr. ALDRICH. And what we propose to do~-~ mills is a negligible quantity. That was the amount which was 
!lfr. NELSON. And you have limited it so as to hit each and imported last year. 

every one of those Provinces. .Mr. ALDRICH. I said with reference to the supply of the 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, we have simply said to them, United States which is available for the purposes of making 

''If you do not impose unreasonable restrictions upon the ex- paper. I think that statement is correct. 
portation of logs .or pulp to the .United States, we will admit . Mr. BROWN. ·That statement is conti·adicted by all the tes
the Canadian ground wood pulp into this country free; but if timony. It is testified that; we have not enough spruce in this 
you do impose unreasonable restrictions or prohibitions upon counti-y ta last over twenty years; and, assuming that ·only 
the exportation to the United States, then you must pay a pen- two-thirds of that is used in paper making now-- . 
alty of an additional ·duty . equal to one~twelfth of 1 cent a Mr. ALDRICH.. I do not know what the Senator from Ne-
pound." There is no prohi ition about it at all. They simply .braska calls "testimony." 
pay the penalty of their own unreasonable treatment of the Mr. BROWN. I mean the testimony that was sworn to and 
United States. reported by the legislative committee that gave the legislative 

Mr. NELSON. Is that an unreasonable condition where they bodies of this country all tbe evidence that was taken. 
sell the right to cut timber nt a reasonable figure, and say, "If l\Ir. ~R!CH. Tb,.ere !1as be~ no _testimony given upon 
you cut timber on our lands, we want you to manufacture that that subJe~t ;n that direction '_Vhich satisfie~ me that there is 
timber- .in this country?" . any force m l~ whateve~. I am perfectly satisfied that there is 

Mr ALDRICH. Well it is unreasonable so far as we are wood enough m the Umted States to supply the paper demand 
conce.rned; and it mak~ no difference to u~ whether that pro- in this country inde:finite~y. . . 
hibition is made by a Province which is under the control of the Mr. OLAP~. Mr. President, I had mtended to say a word in 
Dominion government or made directly by the Dominion gov- ~egard to this. amendment and the am·eI?dment which I suppose 
ernment. It makes not the slightest difference in its effect upon is.to follow ~1th r-eference to the paper ~tself. I think the com
us. If the Provinces of Canada can legislate against the inter- m1ttee have rmproved the amendment, if they have broadened 
ests of the United States in ·that particular, they may legislate it S? as to. make _the en~e Dominion government responsible 
against the interests of the United States in every particular. for the action of its Proymces; ~ut, at the same time, I very 
They may prohibit the exportation of wood of all kinds, or they much fear that the plan m the mrnd of the committee is not a 
may prohibit the exportation of any other article to the United plan that can be made successful. We occupy a very peculiar 
States that we are now buying from Canada. If you allow this relation to Canada. . 
subterfuge of getting behind the right of a Province to do things . ~le it is true .that we have large quantities of pulp wood 
which we hold the Dominion of Canada responsible for, there ~n this couutryi ~t is equa~y true that that wood costs more ; it 
will be no limit to what may be done in tha~ direction. is not as pl~ntiful and lS not as cheap as Canadian pulp 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President-- - . wood. That lS one :reason why, at least, some of ns recognize 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode the necessity of giving a duty for the time being to the paper 

Island yield to the Senator from South Dakota: industry. I voted for that with the firm conviction that it will 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do. be only a little while until the American ·print-paper mills will 
Mr. CRA WFORI). Mr. President, will not the penalty really have to change their process and abandon the making of print 

be pa.id after all by the American people! For instance, if an paper, because I do not believe, in the long nm, that they can 
export duty is imposed by Canada upon an article that we must maintain themselves against the advantages which Canada has 
have and then we turn around for the purpose of punishing in that respect, unless they may be able to find something else 
then{ and impose a retaliatory duty, are we not fining our- out of which cheaply to make print paper. For that reason I 
selves, and will not the penalty rest upon the American people? voted for the amendment. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. That would undoubtedly be true if it was a Mr .. ALDRICH. Mr. President-. -
necessity to import these articles from Canada; but the conten- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
tion which I made yesterday, and which I believe to be correct, yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
is that we have in this country available timber for the pro- l\lr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 
duction of all the wood pulp and all the paper that the .people of Mr. ALDRICH. I think I yielded to the Senator from Min-
the United States desire. We are simply asking them, in a nesota. 
persuasive way, to remove unreasonable restrictions which they Mr. CLAPP. The Senator yielded to me. 
are placing upon the export of articles to the United States.. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 

l\lr. CRAWFORD. :Mr. President--- did yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Mr. ALDRICH. I was going to say, in answer both to the 

Island yie1d to the Senator from South Dakota? Sena tar from l\Iinnesota [Mr. CLAPP] and the Senator from 
!\Ir. ALDRICH. I do. South Dakota [Mr. CRAWFORD], that it is very evident from 
1\Ir. ORA WFORD. Mr. President, one reason why I voted for public declarations that it is the purpose of Canada to extend 

the $4 rate upon this article was that a condition of things the prohibition, which is now applicable in Ontario to other 
existed, sucb ·as was disclosed by the distinguished Sena.tor Provinces, especially to the Province of Quebec, whlch is the 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE], which indicated, even principal exporter of wood to the United States. Those Sen
though we put the duty at $4, spruce wood was becoming so ators must see that the prohibition of the exportation of spruce 
scarce and the supply so far removed from the mills that by or ()ther logs for paper use or for pulp use is inevitable. so 
tbe year 1912 the Wisconsin mills would be compelled to aban- that the argument of both Senators that we shall be payin"' the 
don the manufacture of print paper. It also appears that wood .penalty ourselves by putting on these provisions does not apply. 
pulp is being imported. The Senator from Maine .spoke about The prohibition upon wood, which the Senator from Nebraska 
the rate of $4 a cord that they bad to pay on the importation of [l\Ir. BROWN] is so desirous of having come from Canada, is 
tbe wood to mills in Maine~ So we are dependent upon the spruce almost certa~ so that wood will not come here. What we say 
in Canada, to a large extent, and are compelled to import .wood to Oanada is, '-'If you will not let your wood come here "-and 
pulp. If that be true, wllen we unde.rtake to impose a penalty according to the contention of both Senators, it is desirable and 
upon Canada tor imposing an. exnort duty, who will pay tha.t necessary that it should come for our paper mills-" if you will 
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not let your paper come here, you must pay a little higher duty 
upon pulp and upon paper." That is the whole proposition. · 

l\ir. CLAPP. Mr. President, without certainly meaning any 
sarcasm-for I believe the American public are confronted witb 
a serious proposition in their trade relations with Canada
it still does seem to me that we are cutting off our nose to 
spite our face. If Canada prohibits the exportation of an ar
ticle, certainly the imposition by the American Government of a 
duty will cut no figure, because-

1\ir. ALDRICH. 1\1r. President--
Mr. CLAPP. Just a moment, if -the Senator will permit me, 

i:;o that I may finish that one suggestion, although I admit I am 
on the floor by his courtesy. The imposition of a duty would 
cut no figure. If, instead of prohibiting. the exportation, they 
simply put on an export duty, which adds to the cost of it
still, if we are to use that at all, the addition of an import duty 
upon our part would simply add to the burden of our owi;i 
people. It seems to me that we are there confronted with a 
proposition where we are not even candid with Canada, and 
we can not meet her with that kind of legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from 1\Iinnesota, from my stand
point, does not quite appreciate the purpose and effect of the 

. amendment. He is speaking of logs as though we were putting 
a duty on logs to prevent the making of a prohibition in Canada 
against their exportation; but that is not the purpose. We are 
simply saying to Canada: " If you refuse to allow logs or pulp 
wood to be sent to the United States at all "-there is no ques
tion here about a duty on either-" if you refuse to have logs 
and pulp wood sent to the United States at all, then, if you send 
the products of your own logs to the United States, yon must 
pay a little higher rate of duty upon the products "-not upon 
the logs. It does not touch the question of pulp wood or of wood 
at all; it is not a question of wood. If they say they will not send 
any spruce to the United States, which the Senator from Minne
sota and the Senator from Nebraska say it is necessary for us 
to have for use in the mills of the United States, then they 
pay a little higher duty on the products of that wood when 
manufactured in their own country. It strikes me that that is 
not a proposition which is an unfair one. We do not propose to 
put a prohibition upon either pulp or upon paper or any of the 
products of wood. We simply say, "You will pay a little higher 
duty if you do that." 

Mr. CLAPP. I understand that, and stated that, in this con
nection, I was dealing with the question involved in both these 
paragraphs of the bill. Canada can only avail herself of the 
right to say that she will either prohibit or tax exportations 
upon the ground that she has those products cheaper than we 
have; otherwise, to attempt to prevent their exportation would 
be an absurdity. That is where Canada has the advantage of 
us in this matter. Canada says, "We shall prohibit the ex
portation of pulp or pulp wood." We say, "If you do that, we 
will probihit the importation of your paper." 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 
Mr. CLAPP. Before we get through we do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; we do not. We simply say, "You 

will pay a little higher duty." 
Mr. CLAPP. Exactly. I understand that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And the higher duty is a duty which is less 

than the average revenue duty imposed by this bill. 
1\Ir. CLAPP. That may be, Mr. President; but we have to 

get right back to the proposition that we have fixed a duty upon 
print paper which we believe, especially in vie~ of the exi
gencies of the situation, is a protective duty upon American 
print paper. If we go beyond that, we go beyond the limit of a 
protective duty; and while we attempt to punish Canada for 
prohibiting or taxing the exportation of her wood and pulp, 
the only way we get at it is, in the last analysis, by adding to 
the cost that we pay for our own paper. 

l\lr. ALDRICH. l\Ir. President, I still think the Senator is 
mistaken about this provision. Let me· recall it to him again 
in detail. 

We will assume that it is desirable to have the logs and pulp 
wood imported from Canada to the United States; we will as
sume that the Senator from Nebraska is correct, that the Sena
tor from South Dakota is correct, that the Senator from Minne
sota is correct, and that it is desirable to continue the impor
tation of wood from Canada into the United States. We are 
confronted with the pl'oposition that a prohibition will be estab
lished against sending any wood to the United States. We say 
to Canada, "If you remove your prohibition against the impor
tation into the United States, or the exportation to the United 
States, of wood and logs, we will admit mechanically ground 
wood pulp free into the United States; .but if you insist upon 

. that prohibition, we ask that you shall pay an additional duty; 

if you are going to try to force into Canada this business of 
prQducing pulp, then we ask you to pay a little higher duty 
when these goods are brought into the United States," amount
ing, as I have said, in the aggregate to only one-sixth of a cent 
a pound, which is less than the average of the "revenue duties," 
so called, imposed by this bill. That is all there is in this pro
vision except this-and that was the ·House proviso, and it is 
in the existing law-if they pay an export bounty on pulp, as 
they are doing indirectly to a certain extent, that the amount 
of the export bounty shall be added to the duty. That is all 
there is to it. This is a provision for reciprocity of treatment; 
you might say a retaliatory provision, if you please, in which 
we simply say to Canada, "If you will not continue to allow 
logs to come to the United States; that is, if you insist upon 
your prohibition, you then must pay, not an additional duty upon 
logs, but upon the products which you are trying to force us to 
use from Canada;" and we only make a very small penalty in 
the way of a retaliatory duty. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, the point I am· making is that 
we can not--

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the junior Senator from Min

nesota yield to the senior Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. · 
l\Ir. NELSON. I want to explain to the Senator before he 

proceeds that in this matter the Canadian government is utterly 
powerless. The Dominion of Canada has a tariff law of its . 
own. That tariff law does not interfere with the different 
Provinces in the management and disposal of their public hinds. 
A Province in the Dominion of Canada is like a State in this 
Union. Those Provinces own what are called "crown lands." 
Instead of selling the fee of those crown timber lands, they 
simply sell the timber rights or sell licenses to men who pur
chase the right to cut the timber; and those crown licenses from 
the different Provinces contain these conditions. That is a 
right that belongs to each Province and the Canadian govern
ment is utterly powerless regarding it. It is a matter of con
tract. It would be as powerless as our Government would be 
if the State of Minnesota-and the State of Minnesota has con
siderable timber land in its domain-were to sell me a license 
right to cut timber on a section of land on the condition that 
that timber should be manufactured in the State of Minnesota 
into either lumber or pulp wood. Our federal tariff law could 
not affect that or interfere with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is where the Senator is very much mis
taken. 

l\Ir. NELSON. In this instance we are attempting. to inject 
into the law a penalty against the Canadian government for 
something . the Canadian government as a government is en
tirely powerless to remedy. It is a matter that reaches to the 
different Provinces. 

.Mr. CLAPP. l\Ir. President, while that is all--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the. Senator from .Minnesota 

yield to the Sena tor from Indiana ? 
·Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want to ask the Senator from 

.Minnesota--
1\Ir. ALDRICH. I think I have the floor. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 

has the floor. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think I will have to resume the floor for 

the purpose of answering the last suggestion of the Senator 
from Minne8ota [Mr. NELSON] . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator does that, with the 
permission of both Senators, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Minnesota, merely as a lawyer, whether or not he sug
gested that any State in this Union could put an export duty on 
anything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or an export prohibitio·n? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; they could put a prohibition 

on it if they could put an export duty. 
Mr. NELSON. There is no export duty, if the Senator will 

allow me. It is simply a condition that the timber shall be 
manufactured there. The Provinces have no right to levy an 
export duty. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course not. I go further than that. 
Does the Senator say that a State, as a legal proposition, 
could in anywise directly or indirectly prohibit the exporta
tion of any of its products not only to another State but to 
a foreign country? I agree with the Senator on his main 
proposition, as I understand it; but- upon this legal proposition 
I do not think. the Senator from Minnesota would perhaps want 

. that to go as broadly as he stated it. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The Imperial British Go"\"ernment, of course, 
controls in the last analysis the legislation of the Dom.inion ot 
Canada. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no. 
Mr. ALDRICH. They have the right to do it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The British Parliament? 
Mr. ALDRICH. They certainly-. -
Mr. BEVERIDGE. ·To control the legislation? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not to control legislation, but to legislate 

for Canada, if they see fit. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator had better think that over. 
Mr. Sl\1ITH of :Michigan and Mr. OLAPP addressed the 

Chair. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from 

Rhode Island yield? 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I will not raise that question. I can see 

that I am getting into a subject on which I would differ with 
many lawyers in the Senate, and I do not intend to get into that 
kind of a discussion; but 'l do say that in dealing with the 
Dominion of Canada we have to deal with the Dominion gov
ernment. We make our tariff with reference to the Dominion 

·government ; and if any part of the Dominion of Canada does 
anything that is against our interests, we have a right to re-
taliate, if we see fit. · 

Mr. S~ITTH of Michigan. Now, Mr. President, on that 
point--

Mr. ALDRICH. We are bound not to deal with the Prov
inces; we have no authority to deal with the Province of On
tario and the Province of Quebec--

Mr. SMITH of Michigan and Mr. CLAPP addressed the 
Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from 
Rhode Island yield? 

.Mr. ALDRICH. I yield, first, to the Senator from Michigan. 
· Mr. SMITH of Michigan. On that particular point I desire 
t? interrogate the ~e!l.ator. This limitation is intended to apply 
·either to the Dom1mon government or any subdivision of that 
government? 

l\Ir. ALDRrCH. Oh, no; we deal entirely with the Doininion 
government on this proposition. 

Mr. S.MITH of Michigan. I understand that you hold the 
Dominion primarily responsible, but you also say that if any. 
subdivision imposes any license or restriction, for the time being, 
and in that particular case, the additional duty must be added. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do not say that. We say we will hold 
the Dominion responsible for it; that is all. 

l\fr. SMITH of Michigan. What I desire to ask the Senator is 
this: Does he believe that this substitute will encourage the 
importation of pulp wood into this country without duty? 

.Mr. ALDRICH. That is the purpose of it. 
Mr. Sl\fITH of Michigan. That is the purpose? 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is all ; and we offer them inducements 

in- the direction of free pulp. 
l\fr. SMITH of Michigan. This question suggests itself to me: 

The Senator from Minnesota says that some Province or some 
'Subdivision ·holding crown lands may put an export duty or 
license fee upon the exported article. 

Now, that could not inure to the advantage of that subdivision 
or Province, because any export duty that was to be realized 
from the exportation of this product must find its way into the 
general Dominion tl'easury, and not into the treasury of the 
Province imposing the restriction. Therefore, as a subdivision 
could not profit by a restriction, and could find a market for its 
produdt, I can not believe that it would not act in harmony with 
the Dominion government. 

I desire to make it easy to supply pulp wood to the paper 
.manufacturers of this country, for the purpose of retaining the 
manufacture here. The diminishing supply of material suitable 
for that purpose is recognized by everyone. It is recognized 
even by the Senator from Rhode Island in his substitute and the 
desirability of enlarging the field from which to draw 'this ma-

: terial is i.mpres ed upon us all Therefore, if the effect of this 
substitute is to make it easy for paper manufacturers to get 
the pulp wood free, I desire to see it ratified. 

1\lr. ALDRICH. That is certainly the purpose of the com-
mitteE>. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I hardly think-
Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to know--
The VICE-PRESIDE..t.~T. Does the Serrator from Rhode Is

land yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
.Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 
Mr. HEYBURN. The question raised, which has been some

what overlapped now, is whether we might deal with or con
sider a Province rather than the Dominion. The Dominion 
of Canada is not restricted in the passage or enactment of special 

laws. She gives some of her Provinces the right to impose 
restrictions and duties that she does not give to others. That 
is the condition of the law to-day. So, under our treaty rela
tions we can not deal with the Provinces at all. We must deal 
with the Dominion, and we only do that by virtue of the con
sent of the general government. 

Ur. ~llTH of Michigan. I agree entirely with the state
ment of the Senator from Idaho, which has been perfectly clear 
and plain to me from the beginning. 

.!\Ir. HEYBURN. It eliminates the question as to what the 
separate Provinces may--. 

Mr. SMITH of :Michigan. No. 
Mr. HEYBURN. .l\Iay desire to do. 
Mr. S.MITH of .Michigan. But I had in mind above and 

beyond what appears on the surface of this amendment the 
question whether we were approaching it in u manner best 
calculated to give us this pulp wood free. Upon that question 
I have some doubts. 

It seems to me if we were to carefully consider with the 
representatives of the Canadian government this entire propo
sition, we would be much more likely -to get an amicable ar
rangement than by an apparent retaliatory or threatening 
method which invoh·es possible difficulty with the local govern
ments of Canada. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will excuse me here. If I was 
certain that all these questions would be taken up by the Presi
dent under the maximum and minimum provisions which the 
committee have adopted and hope the Senate will adopt, I cer
tainly would be in favor of removing all these duties. But the 
trouble is, I am not certain whether the prohibition on exporta
tions, applicable, of course, to all countries, would be held by 
the President of the United States to be unduly discriminatory 
against the interests of the United States. That is the whole 
proposition. If the lawyers of the Senate are able to assure me 
that that question could and would properly come up under the 
maximmu and minimum provisions, I certainly should prefer 
that we should go into negotiations with the Canadian govern
ment rather ihan to adopt specific retaliatory duties under this 
act. 

Mr. CLAPP. I suggest to the Senator that while I think 
there is a great deal of force in his position in reference to any 
proposed or present language, I do not see why that language 
could not be so modified and framed as to authorize the Presi
dent to meet the conditions presented here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly we might say in this provision that 
if the President of the United States finds that the action of 
the Canadian government is unduly discriminatory, these duties 
shall be imposed. The committee have no purpose in this ex
cept to do whatever the Senate desires to do; that is, to con
tinue the importation into the United States of logs and pulp 
wood without restriction. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is e:x:actly what I desire to discuss when
ever I can get the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps, under the circumstances, I had bet
ter let this amendment go over and allow it to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish the Senator would do that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will do it. I imagine that is the best way 

to limit the discussion. 
l\fr. BRISTOW. Let me un~erstand now. This goes over, 

and the amendments will be prmted. 
l\Ir. ALD.RICH. It goes over to ·be printed both in the 

RECORD and as an amendment. 
Mr. BRISTOW. It will not be taken up now? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator simply withdraws the 

amendment. 
Mr. ALDRI CH. No ; I do not. I offer it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes over for the present 
l\ir. ALDRICH. It will be printed as an amendment and in 

the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes over subject to be called 

up by the committee. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have some other amend

ments. These. amendments do not apply to the paper question 
at all. That is, they do not apply to this particular question. 

l\Ir. DANIEL. Mr. President--
Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. DANIEL. On page 213, paragraph 647, there are vari

ous provisions putting upon the free Ust certain articles, as 
follows : 

Philo ophic~l an~ scientific apparatus, utensils, Instruments, and 
preparations, mcludmg bottles nnd boxes containing the same, specially 
1mpor~ed ~ good faith for the use and by order of any society or in
stituti9n mcorpora~ed or established solely for religious, philosophical, 
educational, scient1.fic, or literary purposes, or for the encouragement 
of the fine arts, or for the use and by order of n.ny colleae academy 
school, ?r seminary of learning in the United States, or any state 01: 
public library, and not for sale, subject to such regulations as the Sec
retary of the Treasury shall prescribe. . 

~- .. ---- -
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I move to insert the words " any city or," s-0 that it will Mr. ALDRICH. There an assertion. and a que tion are mixed 

read: together. If the Senator will put his question--
For the use and by order of any city or any college, academy,,sc~ool, or Mr. BRISTOW. I am perfectfy willing to stand by the asser-

seminary of learning in the United States, o.r any state or pubbc library, tion if the committee----
and not for sale, subject to such regulations as the Secretary of the Mr. ALDRICH. The committee disagree with tllat.. 
Treasury shall prescribe. Mr. BRISTOW. Doubtless. But it has the same effect as 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the that which relates to these higher~priced papel's;. and I should 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. like for this paragraph to go with the other. 

The amendment was agreed to. ?llr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the Senator means by 
Ur. ALDRICH. In paragraph 405 the committee suggests, in higher-priced papers. · 

line 25-- . Mr .. BRISTOW. I mean_ paper higher priced than in the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Ohair suggests- to the Senator other paragraph. 

that the committee amendments reported in that paragraph Mr. ALDRICH. No papers at all are referred to in the 
have not yet been agreed to. The Ohair refers to those printed other paragraph. 
in the bill. Mr. BRISTOW. It is the same thing, and it has practically 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that they be agreed to. the same effect. This is a higher grade of paper. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be stated. . Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator may desire to obscure the 
The SECRETARY. On page 157, pai·agraph 405, line 15, after issue, but I do not · know-- . 

the word "paper," insert, within · parentheses, the following Mr. BlUSTOW. It may be, but the effect · of this legislation 
words: is not obscure to those who understand it. 

Mr. OLA.PP. It does seem to me that the- suggestion of the Other than paper commercially known as handmade or machine hand-
made paper, japan. paper, and imitation japan paper, by whatever name Senator fl'o.m Kansas has weight with reference to the sugges-
known. tion that this idea or plan of imposing a retaliatory duty shall 

The amendment was agreed to. go into an amendment, to be printed and lie over. 
The SECRETARY. In line 19, after the word "bindings" and Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I have stated as definitely and 

the comma, insert "not specially provided for in this section." as plainly .as I could. I am only saying that these amendments 
The amendment was agreed to. which we have already acted upon. are amendments to the 
The SECRETARY. In line 24, before the word " of," strike out phraseology, and do not affeet the general question. 

"two-tenths" and insert in lieu thereof "three-tenths." .: Ur. OLA.PP. It seems to me that it does affect it [Read-
The amendment was agreed to. ing :] 
Mr. ALDRICH. The next amendm·ent is to strike out the That if any country, dependency, province, 01· any subdivision thereof 

word "three," in line 25, and insert the word "four." The shall impose an export duty or other export charge of any kind what
n.ffect -- that w1·n be to reduce the duty on paper between 3 and soever upon pulp wood, wood pulp, or printing paper exported to the 
"" vL United States, or- if any country, dependency, province, or any subdi-
4 cents from six-tenths to five-tenths. vision thereof forbids or restricts the exportation of pulp wood, wood 

The amendment was agreed to. pulp, or paper to the United States in any way, there shall be imposed 
Mr. ALDRICH. Now Str·i·ke out the next bracket, "valued upon printing paper, when imported, either directly or indirectly, from 

such country, dependency, province, or any subdivision thereof,. an 
above 3 · cents and not above 4 cents per pound, six-tenths of 1 additional duty. 
cent per pound." That goes out entirely. That is the very question we have been ·discussing. 

The SECRETARY. On page ·157, line 26, after the words "per Mr. ALDRICH. I must have been very unfortunate in the 
pound" and the semicolon, strike out the words "valued above use of language if I did not bring to the attention of the Senator 
3 cents and not above 4 cents per pound, six-tenths of 1 cent from Minnesota that when. those particular sentences were 
per pound." reached I intended to let them go over. . 

The amendment was agreed: to. Mr. OLA.PP. It seems to me if that statement had been made 
The SECRETARY. The next amendment printed in the bill is to the Senator from Kansas it would have cleared the whole 

on page 158, line 6, to strike out the words "other subdivision matter. · 
of government" and insert "any subdivision thereof." Mr. ALDRICH. I made it three or four times. I am not 

~'he amendment was agreed to. responsible for the understanding of every Member of the Sen-
The SECRETARY. In line 10 strike out the words " other sub- ate; but I certainly made the statement that I intended to let 

division of government" and insert in lieu-- this go over. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In. line 7, after the word "shall," insert the Ur. BEVERIDGE. Then~ everybody does understand that 

words "directly or indirectly." now. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. ALDRICH. I hope so. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In line 12 after the word "of," insert the 1\lr. BEVERIDGE. I suppose that disposes of this ·schedule. 

word "logs" and a comma. Mr. ALDRICH. There is a pending amendment putting in 
The amendment was agreed to. the word " logs " before the word " pulp." 
Mr. ALDRICH. In line 12, after the word "of," insert the Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is subject to the same understand-

word "logs." ing? 
Mr. NELSON. Those amendments are in line with the other Mr. BRISTOW~ Mr. President--

amendments? The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Mr. ALDRICH. We have not reached the point where there Island yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

is a difference of opin.ion betweerr the Senator from Minnesota Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 
and the committee. I suppose the Senator does not object to Mr. BRISTOW. Do I understand that this paragraph is to 
inserting the word " logs? " go over? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They are subject to reopening, anyhow. Mr. ALDRICH. Not this paragraph, but the portion of it 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; these amendments are only formal. which refers to these retaliatory provisions after being 

The real amendments-the substantive amendments-will come amended. 
later on, and they will go over and be considered in connection l\Ir. BRISTOW. How can they go over without the para-
with paragraph 402. But these amendments simply change the graph going over? 
phraseology. .Mr. ALDRICH.. They can go over- easily enough. There is 

Mr. NELSON. The paragraph will not be acted upon now? no trouble about a portipn of' the paragraph going over. Oer-
Mr. ALDRICH. In reference to these retaliatory provi- tain provisions have been voted in. I do not intend to have 

sions-- them open . 
.Mr. BRISTOW. The only difference between these a.mend-· Mr. BRISTOW. I understand this provision_ is before the 

ments and that proposed in the former paragraph is that that Senate for any amendment~ 
applies to higher-priced paper. The effect is just the same, is Mr. ALDRICH. It is. Any amendment is in order now. 
it not? Mr. BRISTOW. And tha Senator- from Rhode Island has 

.Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understnnd the question. offered. certain amendments '2 
Mr. BRISTOW. The amendment to the paragraph that went. Mr. ALDRICH. I have offered committee amendments to the 

over virtually prohibited the importation of wood pulp to cer- . phraseology, and I have· stated_ that after the amendments are 
tain mills in the United_ States. That.. would llave heen the made r_ am willing: that the proviso to the paragraph contained 
effect of it. on page 158 shall go over fo1· subsequent consideration. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator assumes a pur11ose and an ?llr. BRISTOW. r_ understand that a part of: the para.graph 
effect to which the committee do not agree_ '. can not go over without the whole paragraph going over 

Mr. BRISTOW. I should have expressed myself differently. Mr. ALDRICH- Certainly it can.; there is no trouble about 
The effec.t would be to prevent certain mills in the United States_ 'that. Ii the Sena.tor has ~o amendment to oJfer to the.1>1-eeed-
from getting _pulp- in Canada with which t0, run_ tlleir mills. ing clauses of the parag'raph, it :is in order now. . ' 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the meantime the paragraph as 
a whoJe has not been agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 
Mr. BRISTOW. That is satisfactory. The reason I make 

these inquiries is because I understand that these amendments 
now being offered by the Senator from Rhode Island increase 
the duty on all the paper referred to in this paragraph. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proviso has a provision, as it came from 
the House, that under certain circumstances the rates upon 
certain classes of paper-print paper, for instance-should be 
increased. That is a provision which came from the House, 
and that provision I am willing should go over. But the other 
provisions can not go over-that is, as to the rate-unless a re
con iderution is had in the Senate. I think the Senator--

Mr. BRISTOW. I may not understand, but I thought the 
paragraph was before the Senate and had already· been re
considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provision is before the Senate, but the 
Senate itself has adopted the rates, but has not adopted the 
proviso, and the proviso will be open and the rates will not be. 
That seems to be perfectly plain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are four other amendments 

printed in the bill. . 
l\fr . . ALDRICH. I do not ask to have those adopted now, as 

the proviso will go over, to be considered in connection with 
paragraph 402. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield the floor? 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. That completes the paper schedule, with the 

exception of the provisos. 
.Mr. BEVERIDGE. When the Senator gets through with the 

proviso I desire-
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate is through with the paper 

schedule, with. the exception of those two provisos. I have 
anotller--

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. · Go ahead. I have no desire-
1\Ir. ALDRICH. I am afraid I shall not get through with all 

these amendments. The other schedules--
1\Ir. BEVEJUDGE. I mean the paper schedule. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No more as to paper. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the bill is in the Committee of the 

Whole and open to amendment, I call the attention of the Sena
tor from Rhode I land to paragraph 194 and· specificalJy direct 
his attention to the subject of cash registers and would like to 
know--

1\Ir. BURTON. We are unable to hear what paragraph it is. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Paragraph 194. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Page 68. 
1\Ir. BEYERIDGE. Page 68. I should like to know whether 

the Senate or House committee made any investigation of the 
subject of cash registers? 

.Mr. ALDRICH. I will say for the Finance Committee that 
we have not. 

l\Ir. BE' ERIDGE. I thought so. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And so far as I know no investigation was 

made by the House. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then upon that statement I will move to 

amend paragraph 194 as follows, by inserting, after the words 
"Cash registers," the words "15 per cent ad valorem/' so as to 
take cash registers out of the ad valorem for the remainder of 
the paragraph. · · 

I think the Senator from Rhode Island and the Finance Com
mittee will doubtless accept this amendm~nt. Indeed, I think 
the undenied and undeniable facts would justify putting cash 
registers on the free list. The cash-register monopoly is per
haps one of the most curious monopolies that have grown up in 
the counh·y. I dislike to use that word, because I know the 
improprieties that are often committed in using it. But in this 
ca e the evidence seems to show that it is entirely justified; 
and I was satisfied that the Senator from Rhode Island had not, 
nor the House committee either, investigated the facts, but that 
merely for purpo es of classification had taken cash registers 
out of the unclas ified list of manufactures of machinery not 
otherwise provided for, and for the purpose of better classifica
tion had put them in 194. 

The duty is now, under the old classification, 45 per cent. 
This bill makes it, I believe, 30 per cent. Am I correct? 

.l\fr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I propose to reduce it to 15 per cent, and 

in view of the facts which I shall lay before the Senate in the 
space of about five minutes, I think all will agree that it might 
• w:ell go on the free list, though I am not going to ask that. 

Mr. President, every storekeeper of every kind in every village, 
,as well as every city in the whole Nation, now uses cash regis
ters as a . necessity of business. There have been 500,000 of 
these indispensable machines sold in this country at an expense 
to the American people of $75,000,000. The sales of this neces
sary commercial commodity amount to $10,000,000 a year; and 
as I shall demonstrate in a moment-and I u e the word 
"demonstrate" advisedly-the American people are paying 
$5,000,000 more than the English people are paying to the same 
concern for the same machines. 

.l\fr. ALDRICH. Is the manufacture of the article in the 
United States controlled by patents? 

.l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The article is controlled, I think, by 
patents and by buying up patents. I will come to that in a 
m_inute. That would not make any difference. It might add to 
the reason for reducing the tariff. 

If other counfries were to imitate us, if they should do pre
cisely as the Senator from Rhode Island has suggested this morn
ing that which the Canadian policy is to be, and were to impose 
a duty at all comparable to ours at present, it would utterly 
ruin the foreign trade, even of this monopoly itself. The mo
nopoly itself, while not an absolute one, is perhaps as complete 
a one as exists in the United States. I refer to the National 
Cash Register Company. 'rhis concern, in driving out com
petitors, in forcing them to the wall, not only in underselling 
them, but in the use of absolutely every device known to the 
science of cru hing competition, has probably not been exceeded 
in the atrocity of its practice by perhaps any other similar con
cern in the country, unless it might be the Standard Oil Com
pany, even if the things that are alleged about that corporation 
are true. 

I hold in my hand a list of other cash-regi ter machines and 
the places where, once, they were made, that this company has 
driven out of business. It has notoriously violated the Sherman 
antitrust law. The distingui hed junior Senator from New York 
[1\Ir. RooT] years ago, in the courts of New York, sued this con
cern, and was succ_essful in that suit under the antitrust law. 
Since that time this . monopoly has gone on applying every 
method that human ingenuity and a merciless rapacity ·could 
suggest, until to-day it is practically the sole manufacturer of 
these machi!J.eS with perhaps one or two insignificant exceptions. 

I ask permis ion to put into the RECORD the Ust of the firms 
which this concern has either forced to the wall or has forced 
into its arms. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
Cash 1·egisters now off tlte market. 

Place. 

!~:i-s==========~======================~~~1i!l~.~.1i. 
it?iiii~!================================B~lrtgi~: &n~·. 
Amer~g=~========-===-===========-=-==-=-===-==~~~~~~~~~!·i~~· 
Anderson _______________________________ Lakemills, Wis. 
Atlantic ________________________________ East Stroudsb urg, Pa • 
Automatic Money Change1· ________________ Chicago, Ill. 
Badger ____________ _____________________ Plymoutb, Wi . 
Bensinger _______________ :_ _______________ Chicago, I JI. 
Boring ____ .:: ____ :_ ________________________ Dayton, Ohio. 
Boston ____________ ___ ____________ ______ .Northampton, l\Iass. 
BuelL ____________ __ :_ __ . _________________ Chicago, Ill. 
Bundy __________________________________ Binghamton, N. Y, 

~i~t~=================================wiJ:~l:: D. C. - ~:~~~:a_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_~...'.-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_~--=-:~Rock~o0~d, Ill. 
Twentieth Century_______________________ Do. • 
Cutter__________________________________ Do. 
Diamond-------------------------------- Do. Casey __________________________________ Jersey City, N. J. 
Cash Indicator _____ ..: ____________________ Portland, Me. 
Cash recorder ___________________________ Toronto, Ontario 
Cashier _______ _______ __________________ ..Detroit, Lich. 
Centigraph ________ :_ _____________________ New York. N . Y. 

~~~fg~f;;::::::::::::::::=:::=:::::::=:~Detrt~. Mich. 
Secu.ritY-------------------------------- Do. America ___________ _:____________________ l Jo. 
Puritan--------------------------------· Do. Illinois ___ ______ _: _______________________ Do. 
Hamilton ________ :._______________________ Do. 
Columbia_______________________________ Do. 

~~~c?~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~!~!~~rr~;:ohro. 
g:~~l)i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~fi':;t~~\?d~· c°o~1ri>: Cleveland _______________________________ creveland. Ohio . 

2~1~1~~1-~~-~-~-~-~-~~~~-~-~-~-~-~-~t;~t~-~-~t~-~~~Jf ~iif :!!g~.:: 
comft~iition-ciiara-ncfc"iish.-reiiSter:::::::~fc~~o~0ffi: Ohio • 
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Place. 

Commercial _____________ ________________ Albany, N. Y. 
ContinentaL __ __________________________ Detroit. Mich. 

Do _______ ____ ___ _____ ______________ Lynn, Mass. 
Crawford's __________________________ Columbu.s, Ga. 

uckoo ____ ____________________________ _netroit, Mich. 
DenominationaL _________________________ Sprlnfi!.el'1J Ohio. 

Er~~l1i_-.=:::::::_=:_:::_=_~_:_=:_=-~-=-~--:=~~Th~r~:~~· 
Dominion ______________________________ Montreal, Quebec. 
Dreyfus------------------ ------ ---------New York, N. Y. 
Dunham--------------------------------Williamsport, Pa.. Eagle __________________________________ .l\Iilford, Conn. 

Emp~~=-=-=-==-==-==-=-==--=================~~~·Y~ri· N. Yw 
Eureka cash and credit system ___________ scranton, Pa. 
Fidelity--- -------_------ ---------------·Springfield, Ohio. 

~~~================================~~~3:1:~~. ~~. 
Globe-~-------------------------------Detroit, Mich. 

DO---------------------------------Greenfiela, Ohio. Greene __________________ _, _____________ ChJcago, Ill. 
Guardian _______________________________ Northboro, Mass. 
Hamilton _______________________________ Hamilton, Ont: 
Hayd~n ___________________ :_ _____________ Kansa~ Cit~ Mo. 
Hopkms & Robinson-------------------Louisville, .h.y. 

DO-- ---------------------------· Do. Hubinger-Carroll _______________________ .New Haven, Conn. 
Hume __________________________________ Atkinson, Kans. 
IdeaL-------------------------------Boundbrook, N. J. 

~1~~r~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;~:.·Y. 
f~~~-_-_-_-_-_-=.-_-_-_-=_-_-_=.-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_:_=~;:ir~1n1J1New York. 
Latimer _______________________________ Detroit. Mich. 
Leade1· _____________ _: _________________ Lexington, Ky. 
lUcCaskeY-----------------------------Alllance, Ohio. 
McEwan-------------------------------·Detroit, Mich. 
McGilL-------------------------------- Washington, D. C. 
Merchants' ----------------------------·Chicago, Ill. Mfltropolitan _________ ________________ New York, N. Y. 
Miles _ _______________ ::_ _____________ .Boston, Mass. 
Monitor-------------------------------- Northboro, Mass. 
Guardian-------- ----------------------- Do. 
P erfecL-------------------------------- llo. IUusicaL _____________________________ cincinnati, Ohio. 
Natlck _________________________________ New York, N. Y. 
Nelson _________________ ,_ ______________ Chicago, Ill. 
Newman ______________________________ Lansing, Mich. 
New Yo.rk ___________________________ ..New York. N. Y. 
Osborn ________________________________ Detroit, Mich. 
Peerless ____________________ :_ ___________ Do. 
PerhaCS------------------------------Brooldyn, N. Y. 
Philadelphia----------------------------Philadelphia, Pa. 
Pierce-------------------------------Cincinnati, Ohio. Pioneer V _______________________ _: _______ Chicago, Ill. 
Pre idenL---------------------------Detroit, Mich. 
Quantograph---------------------------Youngstown, Ohio. 
Quigley & MulleD-------------------------Wilmington, Del. 
Reid & Sbarpe---------------------------·Toronto, Ontario. Reltable _______________ ._ _____________ Boston, Mass. 
Rex___-----------------------------'l'oronto, Ontario. 

:~~i~~an::::::::::::::::::::=:~:::::::~~i;!r:1f& Tenn. 
Standard----------------------------New York, N. Y. St. Louis ______________________________ ..Detroit, Mich. 
Seymour------------------------------- Do. Simplex_ ________________________________ Greenfield, Ohio. 

Do _____________________________ __:Columbus, Ohio. 
Standard Key Machine __________________ Qrange, N. ;r. 
Sun _______ ___________________________ Greenfield, Ohio. 

Do- --------------------------------Columbus, Ohio. 

~~a;·~~==~==~=~==~=======~==~======::=-Ji~°tJ~~d?8~~~o. Do ________________________________ ..Memphis, Tenn. 
Toledo_ ---------------------------------Toledo, Ohio. 

DO------------------------------- Do. Troy __________________________________ Troy, Ohio. 
Telephone ___________________________ ..Atchison, Kans. 
Tuerk's _________________________________ Fulton, N: Y. 
United States ________________________ ..Boston, Mass. 

Bg=====================:::::::::::=K~~~lii~~~~: Union--------.----------------------Trenton, N. ;r. UniversaL ___________________________ Greenfield, Ohio. 
DO--------------------------------Columbus, Ohio. 

Universal Adding Machine ______________ Clevela.nd, Ohio. 

Univi{~~====~:==.::.::.-::_::.::.::.=~==========---~~d~~~~ Pa. 
~~~~~~:ette-=.-=.-=.-=.-=.::..-_-_-_-_-=_-_-=.-=_-_-_:_-=_-_-_-=.-_=--_Detr~~. Mich. 
Wei let·----------------------------· Do. Williams ____________________________ Pittsburg, Pa. 
Worcester _____________________________ Worcester, M.ass. 

~~~~cI_-::-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-..=.-_-_-_-_-_-_-_=-_-_-_-_-_--=--_i?~~~~~. VA:h. 
Yonkers ________________________________ Yonkers, N. Y. 
York _________________________________ Detroit, Mich. 

Oash-1·egister agents and secon-0.-hand dealers hav ing been bought out by 
the National Oash Register Oompany. 

Ike Freeman ____________________________ san Francisco, Cal. 
Foss Novelty Company (Foss & Rost, pro-

pl'ietors >------------------------------Cleveland, Ohio. 
Southern Cash Register Company (Delkin & 

Ladd, p-roprietors) -------------------Atlanta, Ga. 
Atlanta Cash Register Company {William 

Oldknow1 propl"ietor)---------------- Do. 
Tnckhorn ~ CO-- - - - - --------------------Chicago, Ill. 
A. Thomas Cash Register Exchange________ Do. 
Fred. Brainen ________________________ New York, N. L 

M. W. Lucy ____________________________ Baltimore, Md. 
C. J. Heinz ____________________________ Dayton, Ohio. 
Charles T. Walmsley ____________________ Chicago, Ill. "ft"~. 
Norton Brothers ______________________ _Minneapolis, .u llU.l 

Minneapolis Cash Register Exchange (Edward 
Rexer, proprietor>---- --------- -------- Do. 

Western .Cash Register Company (Mont Ten-
nes, proprietor) _____________________ .Chicago, Ill. 

Grobet & GrobeL ________________________ New York, N. Y. 
LippincotL _____________________________ Pittsburg, Pa. 
Bockhoff & Uiller_ _______________________ Indianapolis , Ind. 

.Mr. BEVERIDGE. So . great is .the enormity .of its offenses 
that I predict the Fedeml Government itself will ere long take 
the proper steps for its prosecution under the statutes of the 
United States made and provided in such cases. Indeed, the 
facts which I haye before me might perhaps better be laid 
before a court than before the Senate of the United States in 
the consideration of a ta.riff bill. 

Coming to. the tariff, I could not find in the tables that ha-ve 
been prepared by the committee nor in any other publication 
any statements of exports. So I wrote to the Treasury De
partment to find out whether any cash registers whatever were 
imported., and I will ask the Secretary to read the reply. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re
quested, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

Hon. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, 

TREASURY DEPARTUE .XT, 
OFFICE OF THE ~ECRETA.RY, 

Washington, June 5, 1909. 

United States Senate. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt .of your letter or 

the 4th instant, requesting information concerning the imports of cash 
registers and for what purposes same are made. 

In reply, I have to advise yon that the records of the department do 
not, nor do the reports from the Bureau of Statistics of the Depart
ment of Commerce and Labor, show the importation into the United 
States of cash registers. 

Respectfully, J. B. REYNOLDS, 
Acting Secretar y. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But, l\Ir. President, the extent of this ex
port business, while it may not perhaps be exactly determined 
may be judged of by the following table, which I shall take th~ 
time of the Senate to read, although I do not know that I ought, 
because I am satisfied the committee see the wisdom of this 
action. I have here a list of the prices at which this concern 
on May 22, 1909, were selling the~e machines to American store
keepers, to American business men, and the price at which they 
are selling the very same machines to the people doing the 
same business in England. When I read the st"artling differ
ences in these figures, I want you to remember also that the 
English price includes freight, transportation, and insurance: 

Style No. 451, American price, $250; English price, $135. 
Style No. 452, American price, $300; English price, $150. 
I will hot take further time of the Senate by representing that 

price list, but will insert it in my remarks. 
The list referred to is as follows : 

Present Amer·ican and English prices of N ationai cash registers, May 
22, 1909. 

Style 
.No. 

~1 91 
452 95 
453 00 
454 94. 
463 OOL 

462 99 
463 99~ 
464 98 
465 99L 

346 371 
347 47l 
348 65l 
357 
866 491 
215 5 
235 8 
245 9 

Description. 

5 l)ank detail stri'p printer __________________________ _ 
5 bank detail strip and check printer _____________ _ 
5 bank detail strip and sales slip printer------·-
5bank stub check printer------------------------- · 
5 bank detail strip and check, with number 

printer (L device)_-------------------------- _______ . 
6 bank detail strip and check printer ____________ _ 
6 bank detail strip and sales slip printer _________ :_ __ 
6 bank stub check printer ___________________________ _ 
6 bank detail strip and check, with number printer 

(L device)-----------------------------------· 'J:l key total adder, with tape _______________________ _ 
_____ do __ -----_---- __________________________________ _ 
_____ do_---------------------- ------------- ________ _ 33 key total adder, with tape ______________________ _ 
37 key total adder, with tape ____________________ _ 
ll ke'Y detail adder------------------------ -----------
25 key detail adder----------------------------------
80 key detail adder-------------------·----------· 
Multiple drawer cabinets: 2 drawer counter cabinet ________________________ _ 

3 drawer counter cabinet-----·-------------------4 drawer counter cabinet_ _______________________ _ 
5 drawer counter cabinet _______________________ _ 
6 drawer cotmter cabinet-----------------------.. 
2drawer fioor cabinet--------------------·-----· 3 drawer floor cabinet~ _____ : _______________ _ 
4 drawer floor cabinet ________ --------------------5 drawer fioor cabinet ___________________________ _ 
6 drawer :floor cabinet-------------- -------------9 drawer fioor cabinet __________________________ _ 

Electric motors, direct o.r alternating current; t;ny 
voltage from no to 250----------------- \ ----------

English 

Ameri-
price,. in-
eluding· • 

can ~ranspor-
price. tation 

and in-
surance. 

$250 $135 £'2!1 
300 150 30 
300 150 30 
300 150 30 

325 175 35 
350 175 35 
350 175 35 
350 175 35 

375 200 40 
175 65 13 
175 65 13 
175 80 16 
200 80 16 
225 95 19 

40 30 6 
60 40 8 
70 50 10 

20 10 2· 
40 20 4 
60 30 6 
80 40 8 

100 50 10 
40 20 4 
60 30 6 
so 40 8 
80 40 ·s 

100 50 10 
160 80 rn 

50 25 5 
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l\Ir. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator--
1\fr. BE' ERIDGE. It is absolutely correct. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. Wbat is his authority for it? That. is all 

I wanted to know. 
l\1r. 'BEVERIDGE. The Senator may judge for himself. 

There is a photographic reproduction of the price list [exhib
iting]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not questioning it at all, but I 
simply wanted to know the authority. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to show this to the Senate. 
It has been taken from price lists published by the National 
Cash Register Company here and abroad at the same time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That would seem to be satisfactory. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. In fact, I think I will pass it around the 

Senate in case anyone is curious. These are photographic re
productions with the dates and everything. You see that they 
are the same machines and described as the same machines, the 
English price and the American price. 

Mr. LODGE. Is that also covered by patents? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know whether they are cov

ered by patents or not in England. I assume they are. 
Mr. LODGE. I mean here .. 
.Mr. BEVERIDGE. · Here they are covered by patents and 

renewals, but whether the original patent has expired I do not 
know. l\ly purpose is to call attention to the fact, because I 
am sure I know the Senator's statement showed that it was an 
oversight of the committee in merely making a better classi
fication to put a duty of 30 per cent on these machines. I think 
they ought to go on the free list, but I am willing to reduce 
them to 15 per cent .from 45 per cent, .as they are at present, and 
from 30 per c ent, as they are under the Senate bill . . I point 
out to Senators the dangers to the trade, even if there was not 
any other concern that was struggling to ·get on its feet in this 
country. If we wanted foreign trade, and foreign countries 
should treat their tariff as we have done with ours in this case, 
they could utterly destroy any foreign trade that attempted to 
do a cash-register business in their countries. 

Mr. BURKETT. l\lay I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\lr. BURKETT. Does the Senator know whether they have 

a factory in any foreign country besides the one here? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; they have not. 

, Mr. BURKETT. Some of our manufacturers, I will say, have. 
· l\fr. BEVERIDGE. This concern has not. 
· Ur. BURKETT. That would make some difference in the 
price. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think they intend to build one in 
England, but they have none there now. They are selling these 
machines abroad which they make here; and they ai;e selling 
them there at half the American 'price. I hope, after the Sen
ator from New Hampshire gets through, the Senator from Ne
braska will look at this photographic reproduction of their price 
lists. 

I want to say one word, because I do not want anybody to 
think that in this case the process of f:!elling abroad cheaper 
than at home is like those justifiable cases where that is done--

• cases which furnish no reason for reducing the tariff in such 
cases. I think I pretty thoroughly understand why it is neces
sary sometimes for manufacturers to get rid of the surplus of 
their product, to sell abroad cheaper than they do at home. ~rhe 
manufacturers of every country in the world do that. But this 
is no such case . . I submit, with the suggestions and the facts I 
have laid before the committee, the advisability of accepting the 
amendment. I am sure it was only a classification as the Sen
ator suggests. 

l\Ir. BURTON. Has the Senator from Indiana concluded? 
l\:lr. BEVERIDGE. I have, for the present. 
l\fr. BURTON. Mr. Preside;it, it seems to me that this is a 

most unprecedented motion and, I may almost say, an unprece
dented proceeding. Here is an item relating to cash registers, 
about which there is not a shred of testimony before the Com
mittee on Ways and Means; and, so far as we are informed, 
there is nothing before the Committee on Fina,nce.• No request 
has been made for any change in the duty, either for raising 
it or for lowering it. The Senator from Indiana comes here 

· and makes a motion to reduce the duty, which, as I understand 
him, under the present law is 45 per cent. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. No; under the present law there is a 
duty of 45 pe cent merely because, as in so many hundreds of 
other cases, i was not cla!'sified, and it fell under the manu
factures of machinery unclassified. 
. Mr. BURTON. At any rate, there is a duty of 45 per cent. 
It is specifically mentioned in the pending bill, and the duty is 
reduced to 30 per cent. Now the Senator from Indiana pro
poses to reduce it still further, to 15 per cent, and he strength
ens that contention with a bitter attack upon a corporation 

which has had no opportunity to defend itself, which has had 
no hearing, which is accused as a monopoly and as a trust. 

The establishment which manufactures this article is a lead
ing industry in my own State. However, I have not heard a 
word from it. If they have any wishes in regard to the tariff 
they have not communicated them to me, and I understand that 
the Eame is true of my colleague [Mr. DICK]. It may be that 
they care nothing about the tariff; but I do submit that to come 
in here and attack them because of the manner in which the:v 
are conducting their business is without warrant. Let them 
have a chance to be heard. If there is any action to be taken 
on this paragraph, it should be postponed until there ·may be 
an opportunity for. that fair play to which every individual and 
every corporation alike is entitled. Let them have a chance to 
be heard. · 

Mr. · BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
for · some information, if the Senator is defending this corpora
tion? boes .he know that its officers were indicted in the State of 
Massachusetts for their illegal methods of conducting business? 

l\Ir. BURTON. I know nothing about it. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Were they not sued under the antitrust 

law by the junior Senator from -New York [l\fr .. RooT] when he 
was district attorney, and even in that day was not the prosecu
tion successful? 

l\lr. BURTON. I know nothing about it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The records of the court show it. 
l\lr. BURTON. I have performed my duties as a Representa· 

tive or a Senator here without keeping track of the criminal 
prosecutions in the country; and I would say that the Senator 
from Indiana himself intimated that this is a question for the 
courts rather than for Congress. If they are violators of the 
law, let them be punished by the law. If there is ground for 
action against them in the courts, let the courts take action. . 

I think, Mr. President, we have had a little too much of this 
style of argument when duties are under consideration here. 
If anyone desires to lower a duty or raise a duty or advance 
any wish of his, he can come in here and shout with clenched 
fists-: "Trust! " " Monopoly ! ·,, ''. Octopus ! " Perhaps he might 
go on with all the rest of the animals, and .very likely they 
have just as little to do with the business under consideration 
as any of the animals that might be mentioned. 

I submit that this is a question not for settlement here , in 
this Chamber, but in the courts, where judgments upon viola
tions of the law belong. I have no commission here to defend 
fhis corporation, except that it is one of the best manufactur
ing establishments in the United States, and one of the most 
progressiye, and I certainly am entitl~d to _ask for them a fair 
hearing. There should not, without such hearing, be projected 
here in the midst of these proceedings an attack upon their 
manner of doing busine~s and a mot!on that a duty be lowerell 
whi h might bring upon them serious loss, cripple their oper
ations, and cripple an American industry. 

l\1r. BEYERID"GE. Mr. Pre_sident, · I myself suggested and I 
quite agree with the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, 
which he repeated from my own, that these facts seem to show 
that it is a subject for the courts. I shall n~t be surpriEed, 
indeed I venture to predict, that that event will be forthcom
ing at the hands of a righteous government. 
· Another · thing, I said that I was Eorry to ham to use the 
word "monopoly " or " trust." Those names are so often mis
used that I do not like to use them. If only they will do right, 
I believe iti the great organizations of business which our modern 
industrial civilization has developed. They serve the people a::i 
they could not otherwise be served, provided they do not take 
advantage of their power. But I want them to do right, as 
I want every man to · do right. I want them to be honest, to 
obey the ·law, and to be reasonable in their business. They 
must not disregard common honesty and the laws of the land. 
That is my doctrine. which I have preached for years. 

I do not believe in unfair competitive methods. I do not be
lieve that their size and their usefulness to the public gives 
them .a right to employ methods which no man or partnership 
would dare to use or for one instant would be permitted to use. 

Mr. CRA. WFORD. l\Ir. President---
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Just a moment. I will be through in a 

minute. 
But that, Mr. President, was only introductory to this. My 

amendment rests upon the fact that there is not one single ma
chine imported, that this monopoly is almost the sole manufac
turer, and that to-day in England it is selling the same machines 
that they sell to the American storekeeper all over Ohio and th~ 
Nation at exactly half the price; and that half price, too, in
cludes freight and transportation. 

l\fr. BURTON. Will the Senator from Indiana yield for a 
question? 

Mr. _BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
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l\Ir. BURTON. Does he think the Senate ought to take the 
photographic material he has and his statement of facts and rely 
upon it as a basis for action without further proof or without 
at least allowing the company to answer these allegations? I 
will say I am myself--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say this-
1\fi'. B.UllTON. A .firm believer in reducing the tariff _wher~ 

as a matter of settled policy corporations sell their product for 
less abroad than at home, but we should not take, I maintain, 
any ex parte testimony on this subject. 

l\fr. BEVEilIDGl!l. Mr. President, I .first asked the chairman 
of the Finance Committee-for I had myself searched every
where in the House hearings for any testimony upon the sub
ject of cash registers-whether his committee had any informa
tion, and he told me, what I knew before was the truth, that 
they had not. The reason why cash registers are mentioned at 
all was for the purpose of classi.ficatiqn. The subject never was 
brought before them. I have no doubt, upon the facts that . I 
h:rre given here as to differences in price, all the investigation 
in the world could not change. a single fact. I hope the Senate 
will agree to the amendment. 

l\Ir. DI CK rose. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. P1·esident, I am inclined myself, to 

save time, to allow this amendment to be adopted; not, how
ever, with a view of expressing any opinion one way or the 
other with reference to the statement made by the Senator 
from Indiana. I assure both Senators from Ohio that the con
ference committee will carefully investigate this matter and find 
out whether this duty ought to be reduced. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, does it seem to the chairman 
of the Finance Committee that a motion should be adopted be
fore an invesHgation? Should a change be made now in the bill 
from the form in which it passed the House and has been re
ported to the Senate? 

l\fr. AI,DRICH. I simply made the suggestion to save dis
cussion here. I assure the Senator that no action will be taken 
finally without giving the Senator and the cash-register com
pany full opportunity to be heard before the committee. 

Mr. BURTON. If left for future action, it is not fair to leave 
it as it now is, there not having been, as I understand, a single 
petition coming from any portion of the United States for any 
reduction of this duty. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I can get rid of the discussion in . that 
way .equally with the other, I certainly ani willing to follow the 
suggestion of the Senator. 

l\Ir. 'BEVERIDGE. I prefer to have it to _ go on the bill, and 
then the Committee on Finance can consider it. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Of course I desire to follow the inclination 
of the Senators in this case. If the Senator from Indiana de
sires to have a vote now--

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I thought the Senator was going to accept 
the amendment. There· is not -a single reason in the world 
against it, not one. The Senator knows that cash registers were 
mentioned for purposes of classification; everybody knows it; 
the Senators from Ohio know it; and there is not the slightest 
reason fo1~ a cent of duty upon the article-

1\Ir. -DICK. Mr. President--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not more than 15 per cent. 
l\fr. DICK. I prefer to express my own opinion about that, 

rather than to haYe the Senator from Indiana express it for me. 
I am perfectly willing that the amendment shall go over, as 
r~ported by the Committee on Finance, but I am unwilling that 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana shall be adopted, 
even with the promise given that we shall return to it after the 
matter has been heard. I have no objection to having the 
amendment reported by the committee adopted, but I am un
willing ai;id will not consent to the adoption of the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana without debating it. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senators that if they 
prefer this matter shall go over rather than have a vote now, 
until they can investigate it themselves, of course I shall do 
that as a matter of courtesy. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I think that course had better be adopted . 
l\Ir. DICK. I think, iu;r. President, it might b,ave been quite 

as well for the Senator from Indiana to have extended that 
courtesy earlier. Why did he not carry to the Committee on 
Finance his protests and his petitions, if there was any demand 
for a reduction of this duty, instead of bringing them here to 
the Senate unexpectedly and as a surprise, at a time when the 
committee and the Senate are in no moo.d to discuss the question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; let it go over. 
Mr. DICK. I have- no objection to having the matter re

opened for consideration in committee. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 

goes over without action. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, · a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. . 
.l\fr. KEAN. I understand that the paragraph has already 

been agreed to .. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. But my proposed amendment goes over. 
The . VICE-PRESIDE.:.~T. The paragraph has been agreed 

to, but that does not preclude the Senator rr·om Indiana fi~om 
offering an amendment. 

· Mr. KEAN. No motion has been made to reconsider it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment goes over. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On page 178, line 24, I move to insert a 

paragraph as paragraph 447!. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the 

amendment. 
The SECRETARY. On page 178 it is proposed to add a new 

paragTaph, to be known as paragraph 4471, as follows: · 
Hides of cattle, raw ox: .uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 15 

per cent ad valorem: Provided, That upon all leather exported made 
from imported hides there shall be illowed a drawback equal to ·the 
amount of duty paid on -such hides, to be paid under such regulations 
a& the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Secretary read it again? I did not 
catch the .first sentence clearly. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that is the provision of the exist-

ing law. It .is a duplication. , . 
l\1r. CLAPP.- l\Ir. President, it is not my purpose to detain 

the Senate very long ,upon the question of the tariff on hides. 
The subject is somewhat complicated by the fact that hides 
.are not in themselves a distinctive subject of production. If 
they were, I might be comitrained to support a tariff upon them. 
The hide is but an incident in the stock industry, and while at 
first glance it might seem as though a duty on hides was a 
benefit to the agricultural interests of the country, yet there 
again we are confronted by a peculiar .condition. 

I do not like to indulge in the tossing back and forth of terms 
obnoxious in themselves, but we must recognize that in the past 
few years there has grown up in this country a condition where 
combinations, call it what you may, have become an important 
factor in our industrial life, largely. eliminating competition. 
This condition we have come to refer to as "the trust." 

I be1ieve that to-day the problem of American industrial and 
commercial life is not so much the tariff as it is the question 
how to keep alive the industrial life of this country and at the 
same time prevent a system and a process that iS rapidly elimi
nating competition in our midst. In other words, I refer to 
that subject which, in broad terms, is embraced in the expres
sion " the trust." 

It so happens that what is known in the language of the day 
as the "meat trust" has secured a position in reference to the 
industry of stock raising, and the incidental production of hides, 
which has become a monopoly. I quite agree with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] that, in the main, the trust problem 
can not be solved through the medium of a tariff bill; but it is 
equally certain, to my mind, that there are relations existing 
between ·the trusts and the PI;Oducts of this country where~ at 
least, the possibility of a trust, for power in dominating and 
monopolizing markets, may in a measure be reached through the · 
instrumentality of a tariff revision. 

The Senator from Michigan [l\fr. SMITH] a few days ago re
com1ted in glowing terms the toil and the privations through 
which the brave Netherlanders had reared a dike around their 
country and had rescued their land fi·om the dominion of the 
sea. He pictured in glowing terms how, with zealous care, the 
Netherlanders watched that dike, and how reluctant a Nether
lander would be to permit any interference with that dike. 

But we can not forget that in the hour of the crisis with that 
people, while they, with all their patience and industry, had 
reared those dikes, nevertheless they were ready to tear a gap 
in those dikes that they might rescue their land from a tyranny 
and a despotism that was unbearable. And it may yet come in 
the history of this Republic that we, who have so fondly reared 
this dike, who have so carefully guarded this dike, may be 
as ready as were the Netherlanders more than three hundred 
years ago to cut down the dike itself, if by doing so we can 
rescue ourselves from a more unbearable and intolerable 
tyranny. 

I do not like to indulge in criticism, but I want to say that 
in all human history there never has been such absolute, inex
cusable greed as is shown to-day in some of these great combi
nations-not a struggle for their own existence, not a struggle 
in honest competition with competitors, but, after stifling com
petitor after competitor, going on with merciless stroke to 
strike down simply that they may add to possessions beyond all 
human power of enjoyment or even hardly the concept of pos
session itself. That relation is sustained to this question of 
hides, and I am proud to stand on this floor and to represent 
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in part a people who are ready to bear their share of the sac
rifice, if necessary, to rescue this country from that domination. 

I have not participated in, nor have I looked with leniency 
upon, a proposition so often injected into this debate, of trad
ing this thing or that thing, this section or that section, in a 
sort of compromise upon this measure. We have got to rec
ognize here the principle of the greatest good for and to the 
greatest number. While it may be said that this proposition 
will, in a measure and to a certain degree, and in some remote 
instances, perhaps, lessen the profits of the man who produces 
stock in this country, yet,' after studying this question fairly 
and diligently, I am thorougb,ly of the opinion that, in so far 
as it may possibly curtail the power and the profits of this trust, 
the benefit, when averaged to the American people, will exceed 
any possible loss. 

l\fr. WARllEL.~~ Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 

· yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. CLAPP. I do. 
1\fr. WARREN. To what trust does the Senator from Minne

sota allude? There are several to which he might allude. 
Mr. CLAPP. There are several trusts, and I will say-
:Mr. w A.RREN. I hope the Sentttor will, in his remarks, 

remember all of the trusts interested in this pnrticular product. 
Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I was going to say we should: 

b·e fair, and while it seems to me we should take the duty from 
hides, I am not so clear but that in taking the duty from 
hides perhaps some one else than the ultimate usei· of the 
product of hides may be the beneficiary. 

Mr. BORAB. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senn.tor from Minnesota 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 
Mr. BORAH~ Do I understand the drift of the Senator's · 

a.i·gument to be that tree hides would serve the trusts or would 
cripple the trusts? 

l\Ir. CLAPP. The allowing of free bides will nndoubtedly, 
in my opinion, lessen the power of one great trust-that which 
we call the "beef trust." 
· Mr. BORAH. Then, do I understand the Senator's argument 
to be that by tar:iff legislation we can affect the trusts one way 
or another? 

l\fr. CLAPP. Mr. President, if the Senator from ldabo had 
been in the Chamber, he would have heard me say that I quite 
agree that in the main I do not think perhaps the solution of 
the trust prbblem will be found in a tariff schedule; but, never
theless, that there may be times, there may be instances, and 
there may be conditions, where tariff le.gislation bears an inti
mate relation to ' th-e prosperity, the power, and the monopoly 
of trusts. . 

Ur. 'BORAll. 1\fr. President, I was in the Cha:mber when the 
Senator from Minnesota made that stateinent ~ but I did not 
understand the effect of the phrase " in the main," because I 
Uid ·not understand how, in any measure, or at all, you were 
going to affect the trusts by tariff legislation. That statement 
has been made man.Y times upon the floor of the Senate in the 
last few weeks. I am not criticising the Senator from Minne
sota, but I have not yet been able to ascertain ih what respect 
and how we are going to do the work. 

Mr. CLAPP. I was proceeding to attempt to show its rela
tion to t.his particular industry. 

Mr. BORAH. Would it interfere with the Sena.tor from 
:Minnesota if I should read him a statement by one of the leaders 
of our party with reference to the effect of the tariff upon the 
tru ts? 

Mr. CLAPP. It would not interfere with .me at all. I have 
b en reading and bearing those things for some time. 

Mr. BORAH. Then, I want to read this to the Senator. I 
tlilink it comes from one who has won some distinction in that 
tight. He said : 

One point we must stoo.dily keep in mind. The question of tariff re
vision, speaking broadly, stands wholly apart from the question of 
dealing with the trusts. No change in tariJI duties ean have any sub
stantial effect in solving the so-ealled " trust problem." 'Certain great 
trusts of great eo1:porations are wh.oUy unaffected by the tariff. Prac
tically all the others that are of any importance have, as a matter of 
fact numbers of smaller American competitors; and of course a change 
in the tariff which would work injury to the iarg.e corporation would 
work not merely injury, bat destruction to Its sma:Iler <:ompetitors; 
and equally, o.f course, such a chan.,.e would mean dLsaster to all the 
wage-workers connected with either the 1a.-ge o-r the sma:ll ·corporations. 
F-rom :the standpoint of those lntereste"d in the solution -Of the trnst 
p1'oblem, such a ·change would therefure merely mean that th~ trust 
was relieved of the competition of its weaker .American competitors and 
thrown into c.ompetition only with foreign competitors, and th-at the 
first effort to meet "this new eompetifion would b~ made by -eutttng down 
wages, and would the1·efore be ;primarily a-t the eost of la.box. In the · 
case of some of our greatest trusts such a. .change might cenfer upon . 
them a positive benefit. Speaking broadly, it 1s evident that'thEfchanges 1n 
the tariff will rur~ct the trusts for weal <>-r for wue· simpl;\t aS' they a.ft'ect 
the whole country. The tariff affects trusts only as it affects all other 

. fntere:st.s. It makes all these· interests, large or small, p-rodtable; and 
1 tts benefits· can be taken from the large only under ,penalty of taking 
. them from the s:malL also. 

The Senator from Minnesota will, of course, recognize that as 
1 a speech delivered by ex-President Roosevelt in the Senator's 
own State, and at a time, I presume, when the Senator was with 
the President. 

Mr. CLAPP. Ur. President, without any egotism or any 
reflection· upon ex-Presid~t Roosevelt, I recognize it, with the 
exception of one single word, as the speeches and utterance. of 
Republicans indiscriminately and ev·erywhere. Perhaps be bas 
put it a little better than I have been able to put it a hundred 
times on the stump, with the exception of one word there, and 
that word means everything. When any man says, speaking of 
problems as broad and as complex as the American economic 
problems, that no change can effect a given result, he is care
less and indiscriminate in the use of language, because there 
are exceptions to all rules, and, I ·contend, this is an exception. 
More than that, at the vei·y outset of my remarks, I pointed 
out the distinction between the ordinary trust, where the prob
lem ~nvolves a tariff upon a distinct article, produced as a dis
tinct article, and a problem like the one in hitnd, where it in
volves a tariff upon practically and incident to a greater pro
duction. It is true that if the United State Steel Company, 
for instanro, absolutely required a duty to maintain . its opera
tions in this country; then to strike the duty of!:: the article 
which that institution produces would not solve the trust prob
lem, only in so far as it might produce chao and disaster to 
an American industry; but if in a s.truggJe between two eor
porations or trusts-and I may as well use the latter word
one of those trusts gets a great advantage over the other be
cause that particular article is protected, and yet the protection 
upon that article does not involve the life or the vitality or 
the endurance of the trust, the removal of that duty is in the 
interest of co:mpetition and not destructive to any business 
condition or American economic or industrial energy. The beef 
trust gets this advantage. 

Mr. WARREN. l\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the .Senator from Minnesota 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. CLAPP. I do. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from .Minnesota 

has evidently wen stored his mind with information on this sub
ject, and while speaking of trusts, including the meat trust and 
the leather trust, I should like to have him .give me so.me expla
nation of this fact: When we were in the clutches of the leather 
trust, and before complaint hail been made of the beef trust, and 
before the enactment of the Dingley law, hides in Chicago were 
4 cents. I ha,-e the statement of the Boot and Sh~e Recorder to 
prove that. They were so cheap that in remote places the far:m~ 
ers ·could not ship them to market, because th~ hides would not 
bring even the freight charges upon . them. As I have said, 
we were. then in the clutches of the leather tJ,.'Ust, composed of 
hundreds of tanneries. Since the time the beef trust is alleged 
to have. taken up the matter of hides, the prices have advanced, 
and the farmer gets the benefit of that advance; and yet' those 
consumers who buy shoes pay exactly the same price for shoes 
that they _paid then and before that time. 

I should like to have the Senator show me and show the Sen
ate to what trust he proposes to pay his respects and to what 
trust he thinks we should turn our attention and destroy. I 
should like to have him tell us, furthermore, how he is going 
to prevent the meat trust going to South America and buying 
hides and tanning them on the Atlantic coast, if that trust 
wishes t0 do so, the same as the leather trust does. 

It seems to me that if we can get the trusts by the ears and 
competing against each other, so that both the producer and the 
consumer can have good results-the producer a higher rate · 
aad the cons11mer a lower, or, at least, no higher r.ate--then we 
ha.d better permit the two trusts to go on in the laudable work 
-of competing with each other, instead of surrendering one to 
the other, as the Senator's remarks would seem to .indicate. 

Mr. CLAPP .. Mr. President, there is a good deal of force in 
that suggestion of" getting them by the ears." I believe-I may 
·be mistuken, bu.t I believe--that ta.king the duty off of hides 
would give one fell-0w as good a hold on the other's ears as the 
other has got now on his ears. 

Mr. WARREN . . Please explain, if the Sena.tor will, why on.e 
has got the better hold now than the -Other. 

Mr. CLAPP. In the first place, I have not announced that 
taking the duty off of hides would be a cure-all for the trust 
evil. I am simply urging that it may. possibly equalize con-
ditions. . 

.Mr. STONlll. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from ,Minnesota 

yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
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Mr. CLAPP. I yield to the Senator. from Missouri. 
Mr. STO:NE. Why would it not be better to deal with both 

trusts at the same time and in the same way? I have thought 
a few times of offering an amendment to the amendment, put
ting not only hide , but leather, shoes, harness, and so forth, 
on the :free list. Why not deal with the leather trust, if there 
be one, at the 1mme time we deal with the hide h·ust, if there 
be one? 

Mr. CLAPP. l\fr. President, that reminds me of an incident 
some years ago, when, as a lawyer, I was employed by some 
gentlemen who were building a railroad. One of the promoters 
became yery enthusiastic, and one day suggested that they 
would h ave to double track the road, but the wise old gentle
man at the head of the combination suggested, "We had better 
build a single-track road first, and then, perhaps, double track 
it when occasion requires." While I, perhaps, would not go 
with the Senator from Missouri to put manufactured products 
of l eather on the :free list, I will, when the time comes, go with 
the Senator from Missouri in reducing the duty upon the manu
factured leather product, for I think the duty is altogether 
higher now than it need be. . We have got to vote for one sug
gestion or the other first, and my idea of the order in which we 
should consider them subjects in the relation of the raw mate
rial to the manufactured product is that we should deal first 
with the raw material, and then we ha-ve a safer guide to go by 
when we com·e to deal with the manufactured product; and, 
within the limits of a reasonable tariff, I will join the Senator 
from 1\Iissouri when that time comes. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDE....~T. Does the Senator from Minnesota 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 
Mr. DIXON. I am very much interested in what the Sen

ator from Minnesota is now saying. I first want to know his 
premises, so that I can follow his argument with some degree 
of intelligence. Do I understand the Senator from Minnesota 
at this time to advocate taking the duties off of hides entirely? 

l\fr. CLAPP. I think the duties should be absolutely removed 
from hides. 

Mr. DIXON. Then, at the same time, what is the attitude 
of the Senator from Minnesota regarding the 40 per cent duty 
on the manufactured products of leather-would he put those 
on the :free list also? 

Mr. CLAPP. I have just said that perhaps I would not now 
go to the extent of taking all the duty off the manufactured 
article, but would certainly f~.vor a material reduction of the 
duty on the completed article. . . 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from l\Iinnesot:t will allow me, 
the duty on the manufactured products of leather never has 
been 40 per cent or anything resembling that rate·. 

Mr. DIXON. Will the Senators from Minnesota and Massa
chusetts agree, then, if we· put hides on the free list, to put 
leather and manufactured products of leather on the free list? 

Mr. LODGE. It would be exactly like putting paper on the 
free Ji t because you put pulp logs on the free list. 

l\fr. DIXON. Not in the least degree. 
l\fr. LODGE. Why not? One is the raw material of the 

other. 
Mr. DIXON. Does the Senator from Massachusetts, whom 

we ha•e followed patiently· through all these tariff discussions, 
say, as a ·Republican, that hides should go on the free list and 
at the same time maintain the duty on leather? 

l\lr. LODGE. No; I do not say that. 
Mr. DIXON. And leather products? 
1\Ir. LODGE. I say the duties on leather should be reduced; 

and they are. 
l\fr. DIXON. The Senator from Massachusetts does not 

answer my question. Is there any consistency in the attitude 
of the Sena tor from Minnesota or that of the Sena tor from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. CLAPP. I beg the Senator's pardon. Another Senator 
can not answer as to my consistency. I will myself answer 
as to that. 

l\Ir. LODGE. The Senator from Minnesota will take care of 
himself, and I will take care of the inconsistency part when I 
get the floor. 

l\Ir. DIXON. All right. 1 will address my remarks specifi
cally to the Sena tor from l\Iinnesota. Is there any consistency 
in advocating the taking of the duty off of hides, which 
5,000,000 farmers in this country produce--

1\Ir. CARTER. Nine million. 
Mr. DIXON. I will accept the suggestion of my colleague

which 9,000,000 farmers in this country produce, and at the 
same time maintain any duty on leather or its products? 

l\fr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I have tried to make my posi
tion plain. In response to the question of the Senator from 

Missouri [l\Ir. STONE] I distinctly stated that when it comes 
to the manufactured product I probably would not put that 
product on the free list, but that I did belie·rn the duty on the 
manufactured product in some cases, and especially in this case, 
ought to be reduced; and that we could . best tell what the re-· 
duction ought to be after we had passed upon the question of 
the raw material that goes into it. I can not make that any 
plainer. 

l\Ir. DIXON. Will the Senator yield just to one question 
further? 

Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 
Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Massachusetts [l\Ir. LODGE] 

stated that the dutY on manufactured products of leather was 
not 40 per cent. I read from the bill, . which we have been fol
lowing here for three months, paragraph 449: 

And manufactures of leather, or of which leather is the component 
material of chief value, not specially provided for in this section, 40 
per cent ad valorem. 

That is in plain English in the bill, and if I have misquoted 
it it is because of my inability to read English. B~t I want 
to ask the Senator from Minnesota [l\Ir. CLAPP] this further 
question: Why should he advocate a duty on leather or the 
pro<;lucts . of leather if at the same time and in the same speech 
he advocates taking the duty entirely off of hides, which is the 
raw product from which leather is made? What is the con
sistency of the attitude? How can Senators explain such an 
attitude? 

Mr. CLAPP. We can advocate it upon this theory, and upon no 
other theory, that, as to hides, if a duty is not necessary, upon 
which Senators might differ, then there should be no duty on 
hides. 

Mr. DIXON. That is perfectly apparent. 
Mr. OLAPP. But if, when we come to leather and boots 

and shoes, if a duty is necessary, upon which Senators might 
also differ, then we should put a duty upon leather and upon 
boots and shoes. 

Mr. DIXON. But the same state of facts whlch establishes 
the proposition that you should not put any duty on hides, at 
the same time establishes the argument that no duty should go 
on leather or its manufactured products. It is just as broad as 
it is long. 

Mr. CLAPP. That may be true, but I do not think it is. 
That is a question that every Senator must answer for him
self; but, after all, that question involves the question of 
whether or not there ought to be a duty on hides. If there 
ought to be, then a Sena tor so believing should vote for such
a duty, and a Senator who does not so believe should vote 
against it. When it comes to boots and shoes and leather prod.: 
ucts, if a Senator believes that they need more protection or 
less protection or whatever protection he believes they need, 
he should vote accordingly. The two are only associated so 
far as a man in framing his judgment upon that question may 
see fit to associate them. 

l\Ir. DIXON. Then, without interrupting the Senator any 
more than is necessary--

Mr. CLAPP. I do not object to interruptions. I believe that 
debate should be debate. I am not one of those who want to 
come into this body and deliver a prepared speech and then go 
back into the cloakroom. 

Mr. DIXON. I wholly agree with the Senator from Minne
sota in that view if we want to arrive a.t the truth; but he has 
arrived at a conclusion, based on conditions as they exist in this 
country, that there should be no duty on hides; and does not 
the same investigation inevitably lead him to the conclusion 
that there is no consistency in putting a duty on leather? 

Mr. CLAPP. Not at all. 
Mr. DIXON. Does the Senator at this time advocate a duty 

on leather and manufactured products of leather while advo-
cating no duty on hides? · 

l\fr. CLAPP. I have already stated that it is not certain now 
whether a duty should be retained on the manufactured article, 
although I rather incline just now to retaining some duty. 

Mr. DIXON. That is the present position of the Senator from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. CLAPP. Just how much duty should be imposed I would 
not say now, for I have not reached that question; but this is 
what differentiates hides from almost all other things: If the 
hide was something that was produced of itself and for itself, 
then perhaps, even under present economic conditions, it ·would 
not be warrantable to put it on the free list; but the boot and 
shoe is a distinct and compfote article, made as a boot and a 
shoe, and into the making of that boot and that shoe enter all 
the qualifications that go to the price and the cost of that boot 
and shoe. If the hide could be raised and the farmer could get 
the benefit of the price of that hide in the field, then we would 
have a different · question involved · in this discussion; but the 
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hide· is the· incident. The-farmer to-day is a the mercy e-f the . and filter this proposition through the beef trust, t:ae effect to 
beef n·ust; and the be_ef trust· is slowly but surely dragging the far-mer is absolutely reduced almost to a point where it 
down and eliminating the tanning_ interest of this country. We: : can, not be distinguished; and, if that be true, then r believe 
desire competition. You may say there- was a time when the- : we at least can afford to try to give the tanner this opportunity 
tanning interest wae a. combination. You may: say there will. to maintain the contest. 
eome anoth-er time when it will again become- a combinat'1.on if it Mr. DIXON. Does1 the Senator really mean to contend here 
survives. this attack. If it d-0es~ then: we will deal with it; but 1 that the stock raise.rs of the counh'Y get nothing out of the 
to-day it is in the death throes, because the beef trust has its hides of their cattle which they sell? 
cla.tch upon the- throat of the tanning industry of this country. Mr. CLAPP~ I d-0 n.ot suppose that if a farm~r skinned his 

The farmer, in the last analysis, is interested in having the steer at home,. and then took the skin to the market, he would 
prosperity of this country maintained and in having· the work- . get as much for the steer as he would with the skin on. 
in.gmen ef this col:IIltry employed at remunerative- wages, so Mr. DIXON. Then does not that reduce the Senator's a1·gu 
that he may find a mai:ket for. his farm products. I need not ment to an absurdity? 
rehearse: that statement of the broad proposition in-volved in I Mr. CLAPP. No, sir. When you take the percentage of this 
protection. He can,, in my judgment, better afford! t.o forego- duty and apply it to the few classes of' hides to which it is 
what little he may get of this pitiful pittance of a tariff. on applicabler and :filtered through the monopoly that in the mam 
hides, if by d.oing that it may possibly give the tanning industry is the- purchaser, it reduces the possible profit or benefit to the 
an opportunity to survive this attack of the beef- trust that is farmer undeL' this 15 per cent rate to a point where it is no 
now. Bl.owly but smely eliminating the tann..iBg. industry. longer enough to be seriously considered or discussed. 

l\Ir. w ARR.EN.. Right there-- Mr. DIXON. Will the Senator just let me read. here the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does. the Senator from Minnesota actual returns? • 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? Mr. CLAPP. From cattle sold in the month of February of 
Mr. CLAPP. Yes. this year, and he can see what proportion the hides bear to the 
Mr. W .ARR.El'(. r think this. is particularly apropos j'ust now. t0-ta1 value of the steer. It is so apparent. that any man seeking 

I have in my hand the Boot and Shee Recorder._ It is the official light can not escape. it. 
paper of the boot and shoe and· taB.Iling in.terests; and not onJ'y .Mr. GORE. .Mr. President--
that, but this is a special issue. Of course you will notice. it is The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yellow-merely a coincidence, pe1:haps. yield to the Senator from Oklahoma:?. 

But it devotes an entlre page to the Senate and House of Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from Montana has.asked for the floor. 
Representatives~ and it is the boot and shoe. and tanning inter- Mr. DIXON. I hold in my hand statements here from the 
ests' direct communication to us. Now, as to the duty on Chicago Live Stock Exchange under date of January 22. 1909. 
hides and whether it benefits the farmer or not, le.t us see what I want the Senator to listen to it, with a. real desire to find out 
they say.. They are undertalting to prove that it does .not, and the truth.. A steer was sold and the credit memorandum, sent 
they prove too much. They say: to the: farmei: in Iowa who sold the steer, was as follows: By 

Prior to- the Din:gley Act the- pr-ice of packers' cow hides was 4 cent5; 4 quarters of beef, 512 pounds, at 5.3-7 cents. $27.50 for the meat; 
to-day it is 13i cents. by butter stock, 14 pounds, at 7.6.1 cents~ $1.06.; by 1 s.teer hi-de, 64 

pounds, at.10.8 cents, $6.91; by head, tongue, and so forth,60 cents; 
Does the raiser· of hides in the western country get any total. $36-.0-7. From that. steer $6»91 was from the hide. Would 

benefit from the difference be-tween 4 cents and 13-i_ cents; and the Senator argue that in that particular case the value of the 
if not, why not? I want to tell the Senator that during the hide did not go into-the constituent value of the steer itself? 
period of free hides· there was a group of States in which hides Mr. OLA.PP. It seems unfortunate that I can not make a 
were hauled out and buried. The farmers there paid tlJ.e duty statement which is l.ID.derstood. I never stated that the hide 
on the harness worn by their horses, upon which 45 per cent cut no figure. · I said you take the present duty upon the pa.rtic· 
tariff is imposed, and they paid 25 per cent duty upon boots ular clas o:f.. hides to which this is. applicable and when you 
and shoes worn by themselves- while carrying those hides out have filtered that du.ty through the beef trust there is nothing, 
for burial, becau e the leathe:r:: trust in the· East bore down on in ncy Judgment, out of. that duty to the farmer that is worili:Y.: 
the price o.f hides and would pa.y the packers- in (Jhicago but of consideration. 
3 and 4 cents. Therefore, and for that reason, the packers have Mr. DlXON. What. proportion of the cattle of the country, 
·gone into the business of tanning the hides, ancl have resur'- are slanghtered by the beef trust? 
rected the farmers' values on hides. That fact and the Dingley Mr. CLAPP. About 70 per cent. 
Jaw ha.ve. put the fa:c western farmers and cattlemen where Mr-. WARREN. Less than 45 per cent. 
they have been able to O'et some profit from the raising of cattle Mr. CLAPP. I have missnoken myself. 
where they had none before. Mr. DIXON. It is less th.an that. 
. l\!r. CLAPP. 1\1.r. President, I sincerely regret- my lack of Mr. CL.APP., I am not going to be diverted from the Sena-
English, in which to pay fitting tribute to the philanthropy of tor's question.. The Senator's question reminds me of what I 
those_ beef packers who went into this industry of- eliminating have so often heard in- this Chamber in the last few week . 
the tanneries of this country simply in the interest of the Some one will take- the total cost of producing an article and 
American farmer~ figure that we have got to have a tariff to that amount, becnu e 

Mr. CURTIS. 1\Ir. President-- that cost was all labor. The Senator falls in.to the- same en·or. 
The- VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the. Senator from Minne.sota It is not a question of what the. hide: produces-, but it is a que -

yield to. the Senator from Kansas? tion of" what benefit the farmer gets from the duty on that hide. 
Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure_ l\fr. DIXON. '!'he Senator is wrong in the p1·oportion of cattle 
1\lr. CURTIS. A. moment ago the Senatol." referred to the slaughtered by the beef trust. 

pov-erty of the leather people. I shoHld. like to call his atten- Mr. CLAPP. I corrected that. 
tion to one of. the statements issued b:-sr the Vogel Leather Mr: DIXON. Out of 14,000~000. cattle1 all tha.t the great 
Company. packers got was 5,000,000. Nine million were killed on the 

Mr. CLAPP. Is the Senator refertin~ tQ a statement of farms and in the little towns. 
mine?_ l\1r CURTIS~ May I add to. that the number of fallen hide , 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. . over 2,000,000_, not included. which are not . handled by the 
Mr. CLAPP. I have ll(>t reached the leather pec:rple yet.. packers, but by the farmers and stock rai ers? 
Mr- CURTIS. I beg the- Senator's parden-- M1·. DIXON Out of the. cattle slaughtered Onl]" 5,000,000 go 
Mr~ WARREN. We will show yo.u, on: the. contrai·y,, that it into the hands of the great packers. 

is one of the most prospereus industries in the United States Mr. CLAPP. That is enough in a concrete form, contJ.·olled 
to-day, next to the boot and shoe industry. . hy one ·masterful power~ to practically dominate larO'ely the 

Ur. CURT! . I should like to- make.- this statement, if the tamiin.g in.dusttii sin this country. in my judgment. 
ena-to:r will permit me, just to- sh-0w how they are financially MT. DIXON. Would the nator now advance the duty on 

situate.a_: The- Pfister & Vogel Leath.er. Company-, of Milwaukee, . th~ leather made by the great packers in their tann-e-ries at the 
Wis., is incorporated in Wisconsin, and has plants. located. at same: Um-e. that he. wants free hides? 
Milwaukee, Wi ., and Cheb.oygan, Mich.. Its capital stock is Mr. CLAPP. Every dollax of labor that goe in.to. a piece 
$6,000,000, and, according to Moody's M.a.n.mtl fE>r 1908" page - of· leather or into_ a.. shf>e can. be traced to. that particnla.r prod.-
2458, its-surplus en November l ,. 1901, was $3,500,000. uct, while the other is at the best only the incident of the 

Mr. CLAP.P. The.- faet, nevertheless, remains that. the inde· gi:eater. 
pandent tanner is being rapidly; eliminateli~ I do. not kn.ow-- L l\fr. DIXON:. If the Senator--· 
I wish, we could k.now-wh.etlie"£ this p1·oposed change would :re-·' Mr., DU PONT. Mr~ Pr-esident-
st--o.r him and put. h.im, in comUtion ta meet the- co_mpetition of - 'l'he VlCE-PRESIDENT. The Senator- has 

· the beef trust. Rut:. Lkno.w this.: I; k.no.w that wh.en yo~fritterr b:een waiting some- litt.L time._ 
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Mr. CLAPP. Yes; I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma. purchase by the beef trust as a concrete force ·and form of the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota yields whole number purchased by the trust, but that largely the ratio 

to the Senator from Oklahoma. of hides sold which the beef trust gets, as against the hides 
l\lr. GORE. I desire to propound a question to the Senator sold by the farmers on their farms, generally are the hides 

from Montana and the Senator fr-0m Wyoming on account of that are affected by the duty on hides. 
their familiarity with this subject. I have heard the statement Mr. ORA WFORD. Mr. President--
made, and have not been able to verify it, and if it be true it is The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\Ir. JOHNSON of North Dakota 
very important, that since the panic <>f 1907, cattle have been in the chair). Does the Senator from .Minnesot.a yield to the 
lower than they were before the panic and hides have been Senator from South Dakota? 
higher, at least during a portion of the time. I should like to Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 
know whether .that is true or not, if the Sena.tors ai·e :able to Mr. CRAWFORD. I simply wish to suggest that the propo-
furnish the information. sition is not quite fair, in which the Sena.tor asks the repre-

Mr. W AB.REN. I do not like to take the time of the Senator sentatives of the interests engaged in the production of cati;Ie 
from .Minnesota to answer the question now, unl~ss he is will- and hides, without knowing what the balance of the schedule 
ing. But I want to call his attention to this matter of the is to be, without knowing what is to be the rate on leather 
tanners, if I may have the privilege. I appeal to the Senator products, to cast a vote here in favor of putting bides on the 
from Minnesota. free list. 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly; with pleasure. My suggestion to the Senator is that that is hardly fair. I 
Mr. W.A.RREN. As to the t.anners, the number of establish- have letters-I received one not long ago, which is in my office, 

ments in 1880 was 5,-628. This, it will be obsened. was before from a leather manufacturer in Columbus, Ohio, who made the 
the time of the tariff. The number of tanners in 1890, ten years broad statement that if we would give to the manufacturers of 
of free hid€s, had been reduced from 5,628 to 1,787, and there boots and shoes free leather we could take the tariff off of the 
lVftS no talk in those days about the meat trust. The "meat 

1 

manufactures. 
trust," so called, was not then tanning filly hides. The capital I have heard the remark made here more than once by rep
invested in 1880 was a little over $73.000,000, and it increased : .resentatives east of the Rocky Mountains that if they could 
in that ten years to about $98,000,000, an increase under free get their raw material free we could take the t.ariff off ot many 
hides of something over $24,000,000, or about two anil a halt · things they manufacture. 
millions per year. The w~stern farmer will at once ask you this question when 

Now, starting from 1900, after there hail been .a duty put you .propos~ to ta.ke the t:irur off hides: ~· What are you going 
upon hides, and running up to 1905-and I .quote 1905 and 1900 to give us m return .for it? Are you gomg to sell us cheaper 
so that we may have the official figures of the United States shoes? Are you gomg to take the tariff off manufactured 
census-we find that while the increase under free hides had leather products~ If not, :we protest.

0 
And I for one shall not 

been but two and a halt million dollars a year under dutiable consent that the tariff be taken off of a product o! the farm 
hides, in the five years from 1900 to 1905 it ~d been thirteen of this character, in which the~e is no question of exhausting 
and a half millions a year. In -other words, the tanning industry ~he_ supply., because they are bem¥ raise_d. every year and even 
increased over four times as fast under dutiable hides as under m mcreased numbers, and when, m .a.ddit10n to that, there -can 
free hides. The :value Qf the product from 1880 to 1890, ten not ~ a. trust in the Prod?ction of the artj.cles.. There is no 
years of free hides, bad been reduced from two hundred million combmatio:r: of .me~ who raise ~hese calves and rear these . ~ttle 
and something to a hundred and seventy-two million and some- and sell thi.s h1d-e m ~e. first instance. They are the millions 
thing showin(J' a decrease in ten years <0f ,over '$28 000 000. scattered over ~e prair.ies and the farms of the West The 

Mr' CLAPP. What ten years? ' ' combination, if one exists, which deals in 40 per cent of the 
l\fr: WARREN. The ten year~ from 1880 to 1890, when hldes product, is a com~ination be~wee!l them, somewhere, and ~e 

lVere free. · Instead of a decrease of $28,000,000 we have here consumer. There is no ~ombmati~n of the producers. I will 
an increase in the next five years 'Of over $48 500 ooo to the not vote to take the tariff -01! their products unless you have 
eredit .and 'Success of the tanners, 11Ilder dutiable hlde~. this schedule beyond the raw material established so that you 

Mr. CLAPP. The trouble about that is-and it often occurs can satisfy these producers that they are getting a correspond
here-you take different periods and compare them. That com- ing reduction in the manufactured article; and I do not think 
parison does not show any such gr-0wth of the tanning industry it is .fair to deal with t!Iat as an isolated fact J;i.ere without 
in those five years between 1900and1905-years o;f unparalleled knowmg where we are w1t~ reference to the remainder. 
g~neral growth of industrial life in this country-as it ought to Mr .. RAYNER. Mr. President--
show under good economic eonditions. · The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne-

Mr. W ARREJN. That will not do. sota yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
Mr. CLAPP. That in itself is to my mind a sufficient an- Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 

swer to tne question. :. ' .Mr. RAYNER. I do not know that it will have any effect, but 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator knows that business from 1880 right in this connection it might be proper to read a few lines 

to 1890 was not depressed to a degree that would show ten long .of a letter written on this subject. Some years ago, when the 
years of bad business and of loss, while from 1900 up to 1905 .McKinley bill was under consideration, it was proposed to put 
the years were all good ones. That will not do. You can take hides on the free list. I only want .to read a few lines on that 
any period, unless it be for two or three .exceptional years, .and subject now. 
you will find the same result. I have been through these fig- Mr. WARREN~ Allow me to say that I presume those lines 
ures, starting from the foundation of the business. You may have been printed in a great many documents, and every Sena
take the boot and shoe business, the harness busineiS. I am tor's desk and office are full of them. They are the lines of a 
going to prove by absolute figures that they have never 'been as great statesman, written from his view point long a.go. 
'Successful as since the imposition of a duty on hides. But in Mr. RAYNER. I will be much <>bliged to the Senator if he 
the last twelve years their success has been phenomenal under will not interrupt me until I read them. I imagine there are 
·uutiable hides beyond anything they ever dreamed of before. a great many Sena.tors who do not know what they are; and as 

Mr. DU PONT. fr. President-- for some of th-ose who do know what they are, the lines do not 
Mr. CLAPP. I should like to-- seem to have had much effect upon them. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesot.a Mr. WARREN. I am glad I have--

yield to the Sena.tor from Delaware.'.? The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland has 
Mr. CLAPP. Cer.tainly. the fioor, with the permission of the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. DU PONT. Referring to the contention of the Senato1· l\fr. CLAPP. With plea.sure. 

·from Montana, that if hides go on the free list, therefore the Mr. RAThTER. I read: 
manufactures of leather should be -On the free list, I believe it DEAR MR. McKINLEY: It ls a great mistake to take hides from the 
is admitted by all statisticians that the average -cost ot material free list where they have ooen for so many years. It is a slap in the 
· uf ~4-... d ti l · b t 10 t d th f face of the South Americans with whom we are trying to enla.rge our m man al_;.'l.ure ar c es is a ou per een , an oe cost o trade; it will benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 per cent to the price 
labor about 90 per cent. Assuming that the cost of material in o:t his children's .shoes. It will ywld a profit to the butcher only-the 
the manufactured products of leather is 10 per cent, -or there- last man that needs it. The movement is injudicious from begimiing 
<>b ts, I fail t .i.i.. 1 • h.ch uld bta• th t b to end, in every form and phase. Pr!!-Y stop it before It sees light. 
-a OU · O see l..lle og1c W l! · WO O 1Il a ecause Such movements as this for protection will protect the Republican 
· 10 per cent -0f the total cost of the manufactured product is to party into speedy retirement. 
be cheapened by being put on ·the free list, therefore the other Yours, hastily, JAMES G. BLAINE. 
90 per cent of its .cost should be also deprived of its value by Mr. WARREN. wm·the Senator from Minnesota allow me 
being placed on the free list. to ask the Senator from Maryland a question? The Senator 

l\Ir. CLAPP. I have a.bout concluded my remarks, with the knows that the view nf the then living James G. Blain.e was 
exception of reminding the Senators that, so far as the informa- accepted, in which he promised lower shoes and boots.. Have 
tion which I can gather shows, that not only is added to the we had them? 
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Mr. RAYNER. What is the question? Mr. CLAPP. Practically as raw material, and especially as 
Mr. WARREN. I want to ask the Senator if we had what raw material when we consider and undertake to determine the 

was promised there-that is, did we have lower priced boots cost of shoes, boots, and other leather products. 
and shoes when the duty was off of hides than when the duty Mr. McCUMBER. I want to ask the Senator another ques-
was on? tion, and then I will put them both together. The Senator ad-

Mr. RAYNER. I:f we have not had them, we ought to have mits there should be some duty upon articles manufactured of 
had them. I am in favor of reducing the duty on manufactured leather. 
articles if the raw material is free. I have always stood for r. CLAPP. At this point and until further examination I 
the principle that if you reduce the raw material you ought to would not unhesitatingly say that I would put them on the free 
reduce the duty on the manufactured product, reduce. the com- list. 
pensating duty; and if we reduce the duty on raw hides, I Mr. McCUMBER. But I understand also that the basis of the 
would not hesitate for. a moment to vote for a reduction of the calculation which the Senator has arrived at would be the ques
duty on its products. But, notwithstanding that fact, if, as tion of foreign production. In other words, if the foreign pro
appears to be the case, we are unable to reduce the duty on the duction would be cheaper. than in this country, he would then 
manufactured products, I believe that if you give the manufac- give the manufacturer a duty that would correspond with that 
turer raw materials free, by forcing competition, you neces- increased cost of production. Am l right in that respect? 
_sa rily and inevitably bring down the price of the manufactured Mr. CLAPP. Substantially; yes. 
article. l\fr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator deny for one moment that 

Mr. WARREN. May I say just a word? They had for the cost of producing a hide is immeasurably less in South 
twenty-five long years free hides. Was there any reduction America than it is in Minnesota or in North Dakota? 
in the price of shoes? On the contrary, I have carefully gone Mr. CLAPP. Undoubtedly. 
through all the authoritative statements that are here before Mr. McCUMBER. Then, if it is Jess, we come right up again 
us from boot and shoe and leather men and tanners, and the to the manufacturing question. The farmer, before h'e starts 
only promise that I can find in all these papers-in fact, I find to produce the hide, must invest a very lar~e sum of money in 
no promise of lower prices hereafter, but the only assertion the land; that is, his machinery. He must then plow that land; 
made that we are liable to have lower prices if we remove the he must open up the farm. He must buy plows and harrows 
duty-is made by a man who make!!! soft-sole baby shoes, in and tools. He must then plow his land. He must harrow it. 
which there is not an ounce of dutiable stuff, and he ventures He must raise his hay. He must dry that bay; be must stack 
the idea that if we had free hides we might have lower priced it; he must bring it to his barn; and then for five long years, 
shoes. on the average, he must put that through the maws of a steer 

Mr. RAYNER. That is a sample. and convert it -into a bide. I:f that is not a manufactured hide, 
Mr. WARREN. Nobody claims-the tanners do not claim, requiring not only t.he process of years of labor, but also the in

the shoe men do not claim-that they are going to give us lower vestment of capital, then I would not know what you would 
prices on shoes. You will still see the face of Douglas in every call a manufactured article on the basis of labor going into 
city above the legend "Douglas's $3.50 shoes," " Douglas's $4 the production of the article. If the farmer is entitled to the 
shoes," and so forth, it .makes no difference whether you raise same protection that the manufacturer is entitled to, then the 
or lower the duty on hides. It has been that way for years. product which he has manufactured should have a duty on it 
It will undoubtedly remain that way. commensurate with the difference in th.e cost of its production 

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator is mistaken, because a Repub- and the cost of the production of that hide in South America. 
lican manufacturer, before the Ways and Means Committee-- Would not the Senator say that is a reasonable proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota Mr. CLAPP. That simply ~hows what the Senator bas :rost, 
is entitled to the floor. if he bas lost anything, by not being here while I was trying 

Mr. CLAPP. Let the Senator complete his statement. to discuss that phase of this question. · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland. Mr. McCUMBER. I beg the Senator's pardon. I have heard 
Mr. RAYNER. Who wanted free hides, was perfectly willing every word and listened to it. I did not interrupt the 

to reduce the duty on shoes, and if the price of shoes was not Senator. 
reduced it is simply because the manufacturers have not kept Mr. CLAPP. Sitting there? 
their word when hides were free. Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; there and in the back part. 

Mr. CLAPP. I must insist upon proceeding. Mr. CLAPP. Yes; back there. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota Mr. McCUMBER. I heard the Senator. 

is entitled to the floor. Mr. CLAPP. It is only a very small, I take it, an infinitesin'ial 
Mr. CLAPP. While I like to be interrupted, and while I like part of the hides that the farmer whom the Senator is talking 

to be asked questions, I should like to proceed. about sells that are covered by this bill at all. 
I simply want to say a word in reply to the suggestion of the .l\fr .. l\fcCUl\ffiER. Every steer that he sells he sells the hide 

Senator from South Dakota. In the first place, be must bear with it. 
in mind, and every other Senator, that it is only a very small l\Ir. CLAPP. Yes. . 
proportion of the hides which the farmer, the ordinary farmer, 1 Mr. McCUMBER. No n:atter to whom he sells it: . 
sells, upon which the duty would be imposed if the provision I Mr. C~P. But.that is .not affected by _the tariff unless it 
was retained in the law. As I have already stated, the bulk comes w1tbrn certam reqmrements P.rescribed by the tariff 
of that class of hides goes to the great packers and their com- and the Treasury Department. If this was a duty .upon all 
binations hides, so that the s_mall farmer was getting some of it, it might 

· . . . . · present a different question. But it is limited only to a small 
If a m~n was g?rng to bmld a h?use or build a pair of shoes class of hides; and with all the information I have been able 

·or anything else, rnstead of guessmg at the .cost of the ~?use to get-it may not be safe information, but it is the informa
he would start. at the bottom and take one b~ one the items tion upon which I am basing my position on this question
tha t would go rnto th~ cost of the house; and it does seem to the hide which the farmer takes from the animal which he kills 
me that th~ truly logical way to. get at wh~t we _should do- is not, as a rule, the bide covered by this tariff. 
I am speakrng now ~rom a p~otec~ive standpornt-wi~h the man- As a matter of concrete force the great mass of stock bought 
ufactured product is t? begm with the ~·aw mate:i;ial, and !1° by the beef trust, the bulk of the hides that are covered by this 
one can safely determrne wha~ to. do with the manufac~med particular tariff, are included in that class of hides; and, more 
product unless he does kn?w or beheves !Ie knows what will be than that as I said at the outset this is different from almost 
done with the raw material that goes rnto the manufactured any othe~ proposition, because th~ farmer never bought a farm 
product. . . . • to raise hides, he never bought a harrow to raise bides, be never 

C?nseq?ent~y, I believe the Pl.ace to begm w~th any of these bought a plow to raise hides. He bought his farm and his farm 
subJects is with the raw mater18;1 and ascerta.m firs~ whether implements to carry on his farming business, and as an incident 
we should put that on the free hst or the dutiable hst. Then to that business as an incident to the steer which the farmer 
we hav_e a guide for .our judgment when we come to determine raises, there is 

1

tbe hide. It is not unimportant at all, but it 
what, if any, duty is necessary to protect the manufactured is again to be minimized and again to be divided upon the 
article. · proposition that only a few of those hides come within the tariff 

l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. Mr. President-- requirements, and then that the tariff is so small that,. while 
-The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min- in the aggregate to a great trust it amounts to a vast weapon 

nesota yield to the Senator from North Dakota? for the destruction of its competitors, to the farmer it is abso-
1\lr. CLAPP. With pleasure. lutely nothing. 
l\Ir. l\fcCUMBER. I want to ask the Senator if he regards l\fr. l\fcCUMBER. I will admit that the tariff is too small; 

bides as raw material? I will admit that it does not cover all the hides that the farmer 
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produces; and I will admit that it ought to cover all of those 
hides. But the Senator is mistaken when he says that the pur
chase price of the farm is not for the purpose of raising hides, 
and that the purchase price of the material and the machinery 
that the farmer has used upon the farm is not for that purpose. 

· It is true that many of the hides are raised out on what are 
now the plains, but a great bulk of them are raised upon the 
small farms. An immense number of steers are raised in the 
State of Iowa every year. The farm is utilized in raising hay; 
it is utilized in raising corn, and that corn and that hay are fed 
to the steer and converted into beef and into the hide. We 
are protecting those hides as near as we can. 

But the Senator says that the beef trust will control as to 
the price. No doubt it does to a great extent both as to the 
hide and as to the beef itself, but it has not the complete 
monopoly. The great amount that it handles undoubtedly in
fluences the price, but it handles less than 50 per- cent, only 
about forty-odd per cent. Am I not correct, I will ask the Senator 
from Wyoming? 

l\fr. WARREN. Less than 44 per cent. 
l\fr. McCUMBEil. Yes; less than 44 per cent of the hides 

raised in the United States. The Senator contends that, hold
ing the control of that amount of hides, they are able to dom
inate and put out of business the tanner. 

Mr. CLAPP. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
the Senator does not hold that;. but he holds that when you 
take into account the fact that the percentage of stock which. 
goes to the beef trust is the great hide-bearing stock of the hide 
that comes within the tariff regulation, it does enable them to 
control. 

l\1r. McCUMBER. But the Senator must remember that the 
price of hides is fixed by the demand for those hides to a great 
extent. Now, while the faTmer who is asking for this protec
tion has only the American field in which to sell his article, the 
tanner bas the world in which to buy his article .. 

l\1r. CLAPP. Mr. President---
1\:Ir. McCUMBER. J"ust a moment. Let me call the Senator's 

attention to the fact that not only bas the tanner 66 per cent 
of all the hides that are produced in the United States to go to, 
but he bas 134,000,000 pounds of hides that are · imported into 
this country. Now, he can get those hides just as easily as the 
beef trust. The only question is, Who will pay the most for 
them? If the tanner will pay as much for those hides as the 
beef trust will pay for those hides, he will get his share of the 
134,000,000 pounds that are imported into this country. 

Now, why do the tanners want this duty taken off of hides? 
There can be but one reason, and that is to get cheaper hides. 
Then, if they are to get cheaper hides, wbo is. going to lose by 
it-the farmer or the beef trust? Somebody has to · make up the 
difference between the higher and the cheaper hides. It may 
be that the beef trust will suffer its 44 per cent, but the farmers 
of the country will necessarily suffer their 66 per cent. 

l\fr. CLAPP. Does the Senator still insist upon repeating and 
repeating that of the class of hides upon which this duty at
taches, or from which it may be taken, the farmer bas 66 per 
cent and the beef trust only 44 per cent? 

Mr. :MCCUMBER. I not only insist upon that, but more than 
that. 
. Mr. CLAPP. I deny it. 

Mr. McCU:MBER. The greater quantity o:f steers that are 
shipped to the great central markets of Chicago and Omaha 
and other places of that kind are the grown stee1~s. The propor
tion of calves slaughtered at the great central markets is not 
nearly as great as those that are slaughtered on the farms and 
by the butchers, as I understand, So that which the beef trust 
gets is that upon which the duty is generally levied. I do not 
want to take up the Senator's ti.me. · 

Mr. CL.A.PP. The Senator seems to concede what I have in
sisted upon. 

l\:Ir; WARREN. I wish to ask the Senator a question before 
he sits down. The Senator has, I thinJ~, a good many sheep in 
his State. Is that right? . 

l\Ir. CLAPP. We are gradually getting more sheep. We are 
not getting as many sheep as w~ ought to get under all conditions. 

Mr. WA.BREN. What do the farmers raise sheep for, mutton 
or wool? 

Mr. CLAPP. For both. 
Mr. lW ARREN. Is that any different from :the cattleman 

who raises cattle for both beef and hides? 

Mr. :WARREN. The sheepskins are a less proportion o~ the 
total value of body and skin than cattle hides, except when 
the sheepskins have long fleeces on them. The larger propor
tion of mutton in this country to-day, ill fact, nearly 90 per cent 
of it--certainly over 80 per cent-is killed before it is e-ver once 
shorn. So it is the same with sheep as with cattle. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is with very great reluctance 
that I oppose a recommendation of the Fina.nee Committee, 
and I shoUld not do so did I not believe that the duty upon 
hides is a heavy burden upon a · great industry, with no corre
sponding benefit of a protective character to the farming and 
stock-growing interests of the country. 

I am aware, l\fr. President, that I shall be charged with 
inconsistency. The Senator from Texas [l\fr. BAILEY] inti· 
mated it several days ago in debate. The Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. Drx~N] has suggested it to-day. But, l\fr. President, 
a somewhat protracted observation of tariffs and tarUI debates, 
extending now over twenty years, has made me a little skep
tical as to the nature of inconsistency; I am quite indifferent 
to the charge myself and I have never found it necessary to 
suggest inconsistency on the part! of anyone else. · The reason 
why I have refrained from doing so in this debate, as in all 
other debates, is what experience of the tariff has shown me. 
I ha-ve .never seen a tariff system, foreign or domestic, which 
did not contain in itself inconsistencies. I have never been 
through a tariff discussion without observing what ~ou1d be 
called inconsistencies, tried by strict principles either of free 
trade or protection, both on the part of political parties and on 
the part of individuals. Only yesterday I heard suggestions of 
inconsistency made in 'this Chamber by our friends on the 
Democratic side, speaking of each other. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. :Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 
·a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. J°OHNSON of Nortp. Da· 
kota in the chair) . The Secretary will call the roll. ... 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Aldrich -
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 

Clay 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
Du"Pont 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
Flint 
Foster 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hughes 
J"ohnson 
J"ohnston 
Jones 
Kean 
La Follette 
Lodge 
Lorimer 
McLaurin 
Money 
Nelson 
Overman 
Owen 

Page 
Paynter 
Pen.rose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Rayner 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Tillman 
Wru.'Iler 
Warren 
Wetmore 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator 
from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was saying in regard to the 
matter of inconsistency, that I have ne-ver indulged in taunt
ing anyone with inconsistency with regard to tariff matters, 
because my experience bad led me to see that in all tariffs and 
in all constructions of tariff, inconsistencies were sure to arise. 
And they arise inevitably. 

Let me take, howev&, some more general in-stances. I voted, 
I shall vote again, for free binding twine, but on the strict 
principles of protection there is no reason why that industry 
should not be protected as well as any other. I have, on the 
other hand, seen gentlemen from a State w:tiich is, if we may 
judge from its vote, hostile to protection, ask for an advance 
of duty on pineapples from 14 cents to 62 cents, which seems 
inconsistent with ihe pure doctrine of a tariff for revenue only. 
But in neither case do I think it necessary to find fault with 
things that are done or requested or the motives of the request 
or the action. We understand why such things are done. 
Other reasons which are both obvious and natural pre·rnil over 
rigid economic principles. I have seen many a high protective 
'duty appear in the guise of a duty for revenue only, but it 
seemed needless to call attention to it. I have often noticed in 
this debate, l\fr. President, that when the hoary iniquity of the 
tariff has approached some local-industry, e"fen the most austere 
reformer of other people's industries "will take his shriveled 
hand without resistance and find him smiling as his step draws 
near." I haTe thought more than once of the familiar lines-Mr. CLAPP. In the first place, th~ wo1·d "both" would not' 

bear the same relation when you come to apply it to the dif-
ference in the value of the pelt and the meat in the steer,· and, 'Tis sweet to hear the watch-dog's honest bark 

Bay deep-mouth'd welcome as we draw near home. in the second place, I am going to emphasize it just as· long as ... 
the contrary is insisted upon here, that it is on,ly a f?mall part Therefore, Mr. President, as I have never found occasion to 
of that tbat the farmer raises that comes within the purview of J point out in.consistencies in others, which is easily done, I am 
this bill at all. quite indifferent to the charge if made against myself. _ 
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Nevertheless, I should hesitate, Mr. President, very long be- Mr. DIXON. I want to ask the Senator whether or nof, as 
fore advocating the removal of this duty if I thought it was a matter of fact, in using Mr. Blaine in support of. his ·present 
truly protective or of any advantage to the great class which it contention, l\fr. Blaine was not absolutely wrong in the light 
is designed to protect. I should hesitate still longer if the of the experience of the last twelve years when he said it 
industry in whose behalf I speak was a local or a · sectional would add from 5 to· 8 per cent to the price of shoes? 
industry, or if the article covered by the duty was a local or Mr. LODGE. I do not know what would have happened in · 
a sectional production. . 1890 if the duty had been added. I can not undertake to tell. 

Let me first, Mr. President, state briefly the history of the It is a hypothetical question. I am not concerned in Mr. 
hide industry. For seventy years hides were free; for thirty Blaine's argument. 
years they have been dutiable. From 1789 to 1842 they were Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
free. They were dutiable-first in the tariff of 1842. There was The · PRESIDING· OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
a deficit to be met and a revenue dutY of 5 per cent was put chusetts yield to the Senator from Montana? 
upon hides. It was reduced in 1857 to 4 per cent, raised in Mr. LODGE. I do. 
March, 1861, to 5 per cent, and in August, 1861, when every Mr. CARTER. I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts 
resource of taxation had to be drawn upon, to 10 per cent. will readily admit that nothing more disastrous could have 

Mr. WARREN. Will it interrupt the Senator to ask him if occurred f1·om a Republican point of view than occurred in 
he can tell us whether that applied to all hides and skins at that consequence of the McKinley tariff bill? 
time and in all that period? Mr. LODGE. There is no doubt it was beaten; but it was 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I was merely tracing it. At that not beaten owing to the duty on hides. 
time it was put on as a revenue duty to raise money. Mr. l\fcLAURIN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts al-

1\Ir. WARREN. And therefore amounted to far more than low me to offer an amendment to the amendment, as I may be 
the present duty on the small amount of hides now dutiable. called from the Chamber, and I should like to have it pending? 

l\Ir. LODGE. My only object is simply to give the history of Mr. BEVERIDGE. You can not do that under the rules. 
the duty on hides. There was a duty of 10 per cent in 1861. l\fr. l\IcLAURIN. Yes; I can. 
It was put on in war time, when they put a tax on everything Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to yielding to the Senator 
in orde:i; to raise money from every possible source. .from Mississippi if he wishes to offer an amendment. 

In 1872 the hide duty was removed. Hides were left free in The PHESIDING OFFiCER. Does the Senator from 1\lis-
the tariffs of 1875, 1883, 1890, and 1894. sissippi wish to have the amendment read? 

l\Ir. WARREN. I was under the impression that in 1890 Mr. McLAURIN. Yes; ·I should like to have the amend-
there was the imposition of a cent and a half a pound under ment read. 
certain conditions on the importations from certairi countries. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment ·oposed by 

Mr. LODGE~ That was one of the reciprocity provisions. I the Senator from Mississippi will be read. 
should not say that this tariff imposes a duty on tea and coffee The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
because under the maximum and minimum, under certain con- adding; 
ditions, it might be imposed. It never was imposed, as a matter The word "hides " as used in this bill shall be understood to include 
of fact. · all skins of any and all kinds of cattle, of any weight or size of such 

Mr.WARREN. I think the Senator will find it was necessary skins, however small. 
later to except certain contracts that had been made that were Mr. McLAURIN. I thank the Senator from Massachusetts 
being carried out under that provision. for yielding to _me. 

l\Ir. LODGE. No duties were collected under it. At that The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
time the question was mooted of putting a duty on hides, and amendillent has been read for information. 
Mr. Blaine, who was then Secretary of State, wrote a letter to Mr. l\IcLAURIN. No, sir; the. amendment has been read as 
Mr. McKinley, who was chairman of the Ways and Means pending to the other amendment. 
Committee, April 10, 1890. DING OFFICER Th dm t · ff d . APRIL 10, 1890. The PRESI 1 • e amen en is o ere as 

DRAR MR. McKINLEY : It ts a great mistake to take hides from the an amendment to the penp_ing amendment. 
free list, where they have been for so many years. It is a slap in the Mr. LODGE. Mr. President--
face to the South Americans, with whom we are trying to enlarge our Mr. w ARREN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
trade. It will benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 per cent to the price to me a moment there? 
of his children's shoes. It will yield a profit to the butcher only, the 
last man that needs it. The movement is injudicious from beginning Mr. LODGE. Yes. 
to end, in every form and phase. Pray stop it before it sees light. Mr. w ARREN. I simply want to call the Senator's attention 
Such movements as this for protection will protect the Republican party to the fact that the letter of Blaine was written many years ago. into a speedy retirement. 

Yours, hastily, JAMES G. B LAINE. Mr. LODGE. Yes; I . stated that. 
l\1r. McKinley so far agreed with him that he did not put the l\Ir. WARREN. You did. The events have not carried out 

duty in the bill; and if I err as a protectionist in my attitude the prophecy that Blaine made. 
on. hides, I err in good company. There never have been two Mr. LODGE. I did not say they had. 
greater protectionists than l\Ir. Blaine and l\Ir. McKinley. Mr. WARREN. Mr. Blaine in the meantime was one of the 

l\Ir. DIXON. l\Ir. President-- two Republican candidates who were not able to carry the 
The VICE-PRESIDE~T. Does the Senator from Massachu- country; and I think a review of where the votes were short 

setts yield to the Senator from Montana? might possibly throw some light upon the way that particular 
l\Ir. LODGE. I do. letter was received. 

· 1\Ir. DIXON. 'The assertion which the Senator from Massa- l\Ir. LODGE. Yes; but Mr. Blaine ran for the Presidency 
elm etts has just read from Mr. Blaine's letter was that . he before that letter was written; so I do not think that letter 
undoubtedly belie·rnd at that time that an imposition of a duty· had much effect on his running in 1884. 
on hides would raise the price of women's and children's shoes l\:Ir. W ARRE..~. His views, however, were as well known 
from 5 to 6 per cent, was it not? then as they were after he put them in w.riting. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what he said. l\Ir. LODGE. Yes; but the States which defeated him were 
Mr. DIXON. As a matter of fact, Mr. Blaine was wrong in not in the West and the States which largely nominated him 

his belief that that would be the result, was he not? Has not were. Hides were free in the McKinley law. Hides were left 
the experience of the last twelve years-during which time we free in the Dingley bill as it passed the House; but the duty 
have had a . duty on heavy hides which only go into the soles was put on by the Senate. I was a Member of the Senate at 
of shoes, which the shoe men themselves admit, but under the that time, and my colleague, Mr. Hoar, and I were very much 
most strained construction, would add about 3 cents to a opposed to th~ imposition of the duty. The margin in .favor· of 
pair of men's shoes-proved that 1\fr. Blaine was wrong in his the bill, however, was a very narrow one, and l\Ir. Hoar and I 
assumption? . ' decided that, obnoxious as this duty was to ourselves, our first 

.!\fr. LODGE. I do not care to enter into a discussion about duty was to secure the passage of that great measure, which we 
shoes at this time. There are certain boots and shoes that believed would be of immense benefit to the country, as it sub
may be made entirely, or practically entirely, from dutiable sequently proved to be. I occupy no different attitude to-day, 
hides. They are chiefly the large heavy shoes worn by work· Mr. President. I desire simply to present the case as it stands 
ingmen. The shoes we export are principally of the finer in my mind to the counh·y. The decision of the Senate and of 
grade, and dutiable hide is used only in the soles of the finer · the conference on the pending bill will be accepted by me in 
grade of shoes; but the heavy shoes, which are sold by the entire loyalty. 
million, are made in all parts of the dutiable hides. I have But, l\fr. President, this general policy of the United States 
the shoes, the different parts, and the whole thing here, and of leaving hides upon the free list has simply been the policy 
those shoes have very much advanced in price. ·r do not say it of all countries· with large industrial establishments. Hides 
is because of the duty on hides, but it is owing to the general are free to-day, of course, in Great Britain and Ireland, which 
advance in the price of hides. is a free-trade country, but they are also free in Austria-Hun-
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gary, in Canada, in Denmark, in France, in Germany, in Italy, 
in . the_ Netherlands, in Norway; ·and in Sweden. All those 
countries are countries with mo1•e · or · less high protection. 
Germany has a high protective tariff, but they leave· hides free. 
They believe it is of great importance to their -industries that 
they should be free. The countries in which llides are dntiable 
are Australia, which is an exporting country; Cuba, Greece, 
Japan, Mexico, Russia, Spain, Switzerland, anrl. Turkey, practi
cally nQne of them, except Japan and Switzerland, being indus
trial nations. 

The reason for that policy, Mr. President, is that the supply 
of hides is not sufficient ·in any of· those conn tries for the con
sumpt~on. For instance, in England, France, and Germany, 
there is less than one head of cattle to each three of population. 
That of itself indicates the necessity of giving every opportunity 
to secure hides and skins required for the leather industry. · 

I want to say a word, as I have come to this point, about the 
extent of the use of leathei·. Unless they stop to think for a 
moment, people.hardly realize what a necessity of life leather is. 
We all think first of boots and shoes. Yet leather is not only 
used to cover our feet, but it also binds our heads and covers 
our hands. It is used in the harness which we put upon our 
horses; it is used in saddles, with which we ride· it is not itself 
~oney, but it is· the us~al receptacle for money. We travel with 
it always; we rqn our machinery with it; we ~it upon it eve1;y 
day in every chair that we occupy in this Senate. It is used 
throughout the furniture industry; and the books that we take 
in our hands are bound with it. Then there are the thousand 
and one articles of luxury and fancy into which it enters. 

When the Senator from Montana [Mr. DrxoN] spoke of para
graph 449 with a duty of 40 per cent, he referred to those articles 
like jewelry boxe·s, portfolios, etc., which do not carry an ounce 
of dutiable leather and which are very seldom made of hides. 

This immense use of leather-and no substitute has ever 
been found for it-shows that it enters into the life of every
body in the country to a greater or less degree. It is so 
generally used that we are almost unconscious of . its ap
pearance. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Does the Senator from Massa-

chusetts yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr.- LODGE. I think I would rather proceed, Mr. President. 
Mr. WARREN. I will not disturb the Senator. 
Mr. LODGE. It seems to me I am making no allegation to 

cause dispute at this point. 
Mr. WARREN. With that challenge, I will say what I was 

going to say, though I had not desired to interrupt the Senator 
Mr. LODGE. I will yield. . 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator certainly is not 'going to main

tain that there are no substitutes for leather, which are very 
ll!rgely entering into furniture and all the other uses which 
he· has mentioned, and which are taking the place of leather. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, Mr. President, there are imitation leathers 
of course, used in certain articles of that kind. I meant. ther~ 

· are no substitutes for it in the great necessities that leather 
makes. There has no substitute been yet found for it in the 
making of boots and shoes; and when they put in what is called 
a "substitute," when they put in leather board, which has a 
little leather in it, mixed up with pasteboard, they put in what 
is not leather. There has nothing yet been found to take its 
place in belting that runs machinery; there is nothing yet found 
that will take its place securely as harness. I am not saying 
that other belts can not be used, but nothing can take the place 
of a leather belt in itself. There are imitations of leather of 
course. You can see them in every fancy goods shop, but I' am 
speaking of it as one of the great necessities, and there I say 
no substitute that will fairly take its place can be found: ' 

l\fr. President, I want now to call attention to the extent of 
the industry of boots and shoes and tanneries. I will not go 
into the question of the smaller industries, the manufacture 
of harnesses and other articles and which are found in nearly 
every village of the country. The census report for 1905 is the last 
that I have been able to obtain. It shows the extent of the boot 
and shoe industry and the tanning industry in that year as fol
lows: 

Ea:tent of industry. 

Boots and shoes (Bulletin, No. 72). 
NuD?-ber of establishments, 1905 _____________ :_________ 1, 316 
Cap1t~l ----~-------------------------------------- $122,536,000 Salaried officials, clerks, etc__________________________ 8, 811 

~iT~~~~~~~=========::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $!::!~~;i!i hic1scellaneous .expenses ______________________________ $19,293,634 
ost of material used------------------------------- $"197, 363, 495 

Vaine of products---------------------------------- $330, 107,458 

XLIV--220 

TANNERIES. 
1905. 

~;:11t~f of establishments ___ :------------------------ 1, 049 
s p id----~-----------------------~-------------- $242,584,254 Sa

1
ar.e officials, etc________________________________ 3, 251 

~anes------------------------------------------- $4,451,902 

~~t~T::~~~;~====================================== $21,o~i:ig~ C is~e lneous ~xpenses ------------------------------ $12, 498, 501 
Vo~ o fmatenals used ______________________________ $191, 179, 073 

a ue o products __________________________________ $252, 620, 986 

Boots and shoes in 30 States. 
Leather- tanned, etc., in 32 States 
Both or one in 36 States. · 

Mr. President, in the tanneries and shoe factories in this 
country there are employed as wage-earners, to say nothing of 
,those who are receiving salaries, over 200,000 persons. They 
represent undoubtedly nearly a million people who are sup
ported by their wages. They are an industrious hard-working 
and very intelligent class of labor. I want to s~y here coming 
to . the point with which I started, that these boot a'nd shoe 
factories are in 30 different States; the tanneries are scat
tered over 32 States; and there are either tanneries or shoe 
factories or. both in 36 States. Therefore, it is as far as possi
ble froIP bemg a local industry, confined within narrow bounds. 
Mr. President, these industries have not grown up by high~ 
tariff protection. The duties on sole leather have ranged from 
10 to 20 per cent and 20 per cent on upper leather. Thirty 
per cent has been the highest duty on boots and shoes. It was 
fL~ed at 25 per cent in the present bill on account of a duty on 
hides being placed there; and 25 per cent is the highest duty in 
the present law. This is the fifth tariff revision I have seen, and 
I have never known any effort made by any malrer of boots and 
shoes or by a tanner or a dealer in sole leather in any of these 
ta.riff revisions to get th.e duties advanced or to make any outcry, 
with regard to the subJect. The reason is simple. The indus
try has bee~ built ~P lar?ely ~d has achieved success by means 
of extraordmary mvent10ns m shoe machinery. Some of the 
most remarkable machines that the wit of man has ever devised 
are the machines for making shoes. Those machines and the 
intelligence of our workingmen, gave us the markets of the world 
so far as the duties of other nations would admit us. - We sur: 
passed all the world in price; that is, we furnished cheaper and 
better shoes here in the United States than could be found any
where else. Now that machinery is going into other countries 
The United Shoe Machinery Company is selling its machines ali 
over the world, and it is sending its agents with them. I think 
it is making them in .other C<?untries, too, and it is sending its 
agents to teach workrngmen m other countries to use the ma
chines ... so ~mr ad.vantage is disappearing very rapidly. The 
competition m foreign markets is getting more and more severe 
for the American shoemaker. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts· yield to the Senator from Montana? 
l\fr. LODGE. Certainly. 
l\fr. DIXON. The Senator from Massachusetts says that we 

are making shoes cheaper and better than they are made any
where else in the world. 

Mr. LODGE. I believe so. 
l\fr. DIXON. And this condition has taken place under the 

~man duty of 15 per cent on hides, from which alone sole leather 
is made. 

Mr. LODGE. It was built up by twenty-five years of free hides 
l\fr. DIXON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if sine~ 

the. day that th~ 15 per cent duty was put .on heavy cattle hides
which only g!l mto sole leather-if the exports of shoes and boots 
from the Umted States have not increased from 1897, when the 
duty went on, from $1,700,000 to over $11,000,000 last year. 

Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly true. 
Mr. DIXON. An increase of nearly 800 ·per cent. 
Mr. LODGE. And the exports of sole leather have decreased 
l\fr. DIXON. I beg to differ with the Senator from .Massa: 

~husetts as to the exports of sole leather. The importer pay
rng a 15 per cent duty, and having a rebate to him on the duty 
absolutely can go into the market in competition with th~ 
world, because the duty he pays on Argentine hides is returned 
to him when he exports. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. DIXON. · Then will the Senator from Massachusetts 

agree to the proposition that, if we put hides on the free list, 
we shall also put sole leather and boots and shoes in the same 
class and we will all vote for it? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I will agree to put boots and 
shoes and sole leather on the free list if the Senate will vote 
to put paper c;m the fr.ee list, because wood pulp and pulp wood 
and logs, which are its raw material, are there, and if they 
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will also agree to put on the free list all the. lumber because Mr. ELKINS. I said crude petroleum 
they let saw logs in free. Mr. LODGE. The crude peueleum? 

Mr_ DIXON. I was -addressing my remarks to the boot and Mr. ELKINS. Yes; does the Senator want that on the free 
shoe and leather schedule. ' list for the reason that he wants hides on the free list :? 

.Mr. LODGE. Why shollld they be singled out from ev-ery Mr. LODGE. Crude and re.fined petroleum and its products 
other manufaetured product? were all put on the free list by the House. I myself do not 

Mr_ DIXON. And why should .hides of tbe western .cattle- .belie-ve in putting a duty ·on oil, but to put all its products on 
man be singled .out from .any or every other product? the free list, some 260 in number, was to my mind an absurdity 

l\Ir. LODGE. Why should they let a saw log in free against in legislation. 
the man who cuts one in the Ameri.can forest? Mr. ELKINS. I want to try to persuade the Senator to vote 

l\Ir. DIXON. We are not discussing the saw-log schedule. for a duty on oil. I do n-ot like to see him balk .u.t his own 
.Mr. LODGE. I am discussing the saw-log schedule. argument. If he will apply it to the products of my State, I 
Mr. DIXON. I am not disagreeing w.holly with the Senator will be :Satisfied, possibly even more than I am satis.fied with 

from Massachusetts on that; but if we are going into the tariff- the Senator's votes in the Senate; and it would be a great deal 
reform proposition and we are going to put h1des on the free to say that .I could be more satisfied than I .am. If he will 
list-and nea1·ly all of them come in now without duty-Jet us apply that argument to .coal and 'petroleum, we will go through 
do the same with the prod.nets of ithe boot and .shoe and sole- with this bill very easily. 
leather man. .Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator want me to apply it to -coa12 

l\Ir. LODGE. Very well. If we .are golng to adopt the l\fr. ELKINS. The Senator bas got smelts and eels Qn the 
principle that, because .the basic raw material .is admitted free. -0.uti.a.ble list. 
then every article of the :finished product that comes from lt is Mr. LODGE. At :a lower rate. 
to be admitted free, I wrn live up to that principle in the shoe Mr. ELKINS. It does not make any difference--
industry as in any other; but if you are going to let a pulp Mr. LODGE. The ,Senatoris a good judge of eels. 
log in free, out of which to. make paper, and put a duty on Mr. DIXON. I want to suggest to the Senator from Massa.-
paper, and if you are going to admit a saw log out of which chusetts, whom I have always followed in my political allegi
you make lumber free, and put -a dut;y on lumber, then there ance with a _great deal of loyalty, if the lesson that he is now 
is no justice in or reason for 'Saying because you admit a .hide teaching the Senate and the American people is this : Take the 
free you must -admit free everything thn.t is made from it. ' duty off the raw material made here .at home and cut the duty 

Mr. DIXON.. But w-e are not exporters of pa.per, as I under- on the :manufactured products, but only to the extent that we 
stand. Here is a case--- have taken i.t from the raw product, and leave the manufuctured 

:Mr. LODGE: It has been ·said pn this floor a :good many prod.nets in the same relative position behind the bulwark of 
times that we are exporters -of pa.per. the tariff that they were .before. In good faith and good con-

.Mr. DIXON. Here is a case where we iexport '$11,000,000 · science and with all sincerity, would not this lesson, if accepted, 
worth of shoes, and we make them cheaper than the outside inevitably lead us to the i;>oint where we would throw down 
world makes them, with a duty of 15 per cent on the hides the protective p.r1nciple for absolute free trade with the world'? 
out of which the sole leather is made. :Ur. LODGE. I do not think so for a moment. The tariff bill 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to ask the :Senator nom Massa- , is full of just such ±h.ings. We admit gold .and -silver to this 
ehusetts a .questiQD.. country free. Would the Senator argue from that .that the 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- , manufactures of gold and the manufactures of silver .ought to 
chusetts yield to the .Senator ftom W.est Virginia.? ' .come in free~ 

l\Ir. LODGE. Certailliy. l\Ir. DIXON. In all fairness, that is not .a fair comparison. 
Mr. ELKINS. .A.s I 11Ildersta:nd, we .ha.ve a shoe store 1n , :Afr. LODGE. I± is the same"prineiple. 

eyery city in the wodd. Mr. DIXON. But the Senator is arguing "for free raw 
Mr. J .. ODGE. Hardly that. material I think the :Senator from ·Texas [Mr. BAILEY] enun-
Mr. ELKINS. I rmderstand so; at least in e-recy large city ciated a principle the other day that is .absolutely unassailable. 

'in the world. · ·The minute yon say to the producer of the raw material "we 
Mr. LODGE. Oh, no, Mr. Pr..esident. I think it is ii.kely we · will not protect your pr-odnct but wm protect the manufactured 

have shoe stores- product "-when you teach that to the people of this .country 
Mr. ELh..'"INS. An ex-gowrnor of Massachusetts~ Mr. Dong- · and iWrite it into the law. rt.hat day, I think, strikes the death 

las has shoe stores all over the world. ' knell to the protective tariff system in :the United States. I 
Mr. LODGE. I do not think ~Ir. Douglas sells many shoes know how -difficult it is for men, under pressure from home and 

abroad. Mr. Keith is the man :who sells shoes abroad. the various localities that ,are affected sometimes adversely, not 
Mr. ELKINS. ·wen, Douglas and Keith both'? to yieln. 
l\Ir LODGE. I can tell the Senator where we have got stores .All of us hav.e voted for schedules in this bill that in some 

and where we have not, if he car.es to know. respects may have been adverse to the communities in which . 
Mr. ELKINS. I want to ask the Senator, outsi"-e of the saw- we live. The inconsistencies of which the Senator from Massa

-log proposition, which so bothers him, 1f we vote to put ·hides chusetts speaks a.re the weaknesses of this tariff bill. The 
on the free list, will he vote to put shoes on the free list, out- fewer inconsistencies we have the better. We want to be 
side of the log-paper question or anything else1 .Prepared to go to the country and say that we ha rn passed a 

l\fr. LODGE. No; because we do not do it in other cases. tariff bill "on the square" that recognizes all sections and an 
l\Ir. ELKINS. But the Senator voted in other cases for the 'industries. 

highest possible duty on the products of his section. I agreed Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not want in any way t-0 
with him, and I voted every time with .him. 'I injure the strength of protection, in wMch I firmly believe or 
· Mr. LODGE. I did not. I voted for a great deal lower the strength of ·the Republican party, and I do not think that 
duties on some products than I should like to have voted for. the -vote of my State .at the last election indicated any decline 

Mr. ELKINS. But the Senator from Massachusetts has in Republican principles. I think they have stood about as 
some reluctance in voting for products-- ' steadily 'by the Republican party as any State rl:?1Jt, Mr. Presi-

1\Ir. LODGE. l\lr. President, the House put hides -on the dent, I have recognized in this debate, as I have done in other 
free list; it cut down every one of the products of dutiable . ·tariff debates, that we all have our inconsistencies, it you choose 
hides; it cut sole leather down to 5 per cent ad valorem, which , to ieall them so. I do not happen to think that in this particular 
is really a merely nominal duty and no protection wha.te:ve.r; ease there is any inconsistency in my position, for I do not 
and shoes were cut from 25 to 15 per cent. regard the duty on hides as protective to the farmer and 
· l\Ir. ELKINS. Is the Senator willing .to have .shoes go on ~'Lttle breeder. I may have been inconsistent as to some 
the free list? , matters in. this as in every bill, but I do not think this is such 

l\Ir. LODGE. No; I draw a distinction between articles of a case. If it is an inconsistency, it seems to me totally unim
the higher grade of manufacture and the lower gmde. Every portant. 
differential in the bill recognizes that principle. Mr. 'CARTER. Mr. President--

Mr: ELKIN.S. How would his argument apply to oil and The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the enator from l\L.'lSsachu-
J?etroleumJ setts yield to the Senn.tor from Montana? 

- ~fr. LODGE. Petroleum? Mr. LODGE. Yes, I yield. 
Mr. ELKINS. Yes. Mr. CARTER. 1 ask the Senator if he will not concede that 
l\Ir. LODGE. Does the Senator want me to vote to put all the tariff duties provided by the Wilson Act injuriously affected 

products of petroleum on the free list? the manufacturing interests of New England? 
Mr. ELKINS. I did not .ask the Senator to do that. l'ifr. LODGE. They injuriously affe'cted the manufacturing 

· l\Ir. LODGE. That is the point. interests of the entire country-. 

• 
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Mr. CARTER. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 

that no protective tariff bill would have been written on the 
statute books of this country for the last twenty years had it not 
been for the votes of the States especially interested in pro
tecting these ranchm~p. and farmers. 

The Senator may as well now and henceforth understand that 
if everything we produce in the West and on the farms of this 
country is to be regarded by the manufacturers as a raw material, 
then the day has dawned when this system must fall. The Sen
ator may as well take into account the fact that the farmer who 
sells the hide of the steer in open competition in the hide 
market of the world will no longer continue to pay a duty on 
the harness he puts on the horse or the shoes he puts on his feet. 

Mr. LODGE. I yielded for a question and not for a speech. 
Mr. CARTER. I will be glad to make this more clear to the 

Senator a little later on. 
Mr. LODGE. I have no doubt of it. The Senator himself can 

see that it is only fair to let me complete my. argument and not 
have a whole speech interjected. 

Mr. CARTER. I think the Senator might possibly profit-
Mr. LODGE. I always profit by what the Senator from Mon

tana says. 
Mr. CARTER. It is well for the Senator to be advised of the 

condition in the Senate on the subject to which he is now ad
dressing himself. · He is a member of the Committee on Fi
nance-a committee followed with a fidelity scarcely matched 

· in parliamentary history on this floor. I want to say that be-
1 fore the voting on this subject is over · that which he does not 
· want will go with that which he so earnestly pleads for. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, well, Mr. President, there is no use in in
dulging in threats. I have the same right that every other Sen
ator has to present what he thinks ·the proper view. The Sen
ator from North Dakota, who is also a member of the Finance 
Committee, advocated, and very ably advocated on this floor, 
free lumber. It seemed to me it would have been needless to 
use such language to him. The Senator from Maine only the 
other day, although he was not present, was recorded as being 
against the committee on the duty affecting carded woolens. 

· We can not select each other in this way and say, "If you ad
vocate what you think right, you are to be read out of the party 
and your industries are to be ruined." Let us try to decide each 
question on its merits as it comes up. 

Mr. CARTER. That is what I propose to do. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

. setts yield to the Senator -from South Carolina? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I just simply want to make an inquiry as 

to how it is that the cordial agreement which has existed be
. tween the Senator from Montana and the Senator from Massa
chusetts has· been broken up? I have watched the votes, and 

· seen the lead of the Senator from Rhode Island with the Sena
. tor from Massachusetts close behind, followed always by the 
Senator from Montana. I thought the understanding was that 

· the hide of the- sheep growing wool, which was clipped, leaving 
the sheep on the ranch. must be protected, and I can not see why 

· the hide of a cow or of a steer, after the steer has been killed 
and his carcass shipped off somewhere and therefore he is no 
longer an asset, should differ from the sheep hide; and the 
Senator from Massachusetts has been so eager to protect the 
wool off the hide that I do not see why he does not protect the 
hide off the steer .. 

Mr. LODGE. You can take the wool off the sheep every year 
· but you can take the hide off the cattle but once. ' 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know. Therefore the steer's hide is the 
article that needs the greater degree of protection, because you 
can only protect it once, while you protect the sheep every 
year. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LODGE. The sheep needs it every year. The hide needs 
it only once. 

What the Senator from l\Iontana has said leads me very nat
urally to the next point I was about to make and with which I 
started--this idea that cattle raising is a local industry. There 
is no greater mistake in the world. Vermont has more cattle 
than Utah. It has more cattle than Idaho. In New England 
alone, in that small area, there are over a million and a half of 
cattle. I include milch cows and other cattle in both cases. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator will discern by · consulting the 
:figures and the facts tllat under the free-hide system the indi
vidual in Vermont, being near the market, can get some price, 
whereas, as has been suggested by the Senator from Montana, 
the free-hide competition with the Argentine, taken into ac
count in connection with the freight rates, leaves the man in 
Wyoming or Montana the only alternative of letting the hide 
bleach on the plains or bury it in the ground. 

Mr. LODGE. The man in New England or New York is a 
great deal nearer the Argentine competition than Wyoming. 

Mr. CARTER. He is nearer the tanner. He can sell the hides 
for something, and the freight rate ·does not consume the wllole. 

Mr. LODGE. Tanners are · scattered all over this country 
in thirty-two States. 

Mr. CARTER. In our country we have no tanners. 
Mr. WARREN. I said I would not interrupt the Senator-
Mr. LODGE. I am delighted to have the Senator interru1lt me. 
Mr. WARREN. I am interested in his argument, and I think 

it will not detract from it for me to say that the cattle he 
speaks of in Vermont and in New England are very largely 
milch cows. That is right, is it not? 

Mr. LODGE . .A.bout half and half in Vermont. 
Mr. W .A.RREN. The cows are kept for dairy purposes and 

are only turned into beef, if turned at all, when along in 
years-12 or 15 ·years old, perhaps-whereas the steer raised 
for beef is turned in at l, 2, and 3 years old. Therefore a 
State in New England which might exceed a State in the West 
in the number of its cattle, in the number of dutiable hides 
would fall very far short. 

Mr. LODGE; .A. milch cow is raised primarily for dairy 
purposes. The steer sent to Chicago is raised primarily for 
beef purposes. No cattle in the world have ever been raised 
for their hides or ever will be. The primary purpose in the 
one case is the dairy, and in the other it is the beef. 

I ln1ow there is a difference in the life of the animal, but the 
hide is just as imi)ortant to the dairyman as it is to the stock 
raiser and just as much protected. But no farmer in the East 
that I ever heard of thought that the duty was of the slightest 
benefit to him. I did not mention this, however, to dwell on 
that point. I did it merely to show that this great ownership 
of cattle is common to the entire country. 

Now, there are $40,000,000 worth of cattle in the New 
England States alone. If this duty is of value to the cattle, 
I am asking to have it taken off of a product of my own part 
of the country just as inuch as off the product of another part 
of the country·. Cattle are in every State. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massa-

chusetts yield to the Senator from Texas? ' 
Mr-. LODGE. I do. 
Mr. CULBERSON. · The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

ELKINS] asked the Senator from Massac.husetts if he would 
vote for free shoes and free hides. I do not know that I 
caught the answer. 

Mr. LODGE. My answer was no, Mr. President. 
Mr. CULBERSON. - Would the Senator permit me on that 

subject to read four or five lines from a shoe manufacturer on 
that subject, which I happen to have preserved? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I have no objection. 
Mr. CULBERSON. It is addressed to me. I presume all 

Senators had one of the same kind, but I happened to pre
serve this one. 

THE WOLFE BROTHERS SHOE COMPANY, 
Columbus, Ohio, March 29, 1909. 

Senator CHARLES A. CULBERSON, 
Washington, D. G. 

DEAR Srn : As one of the largest manufacturers of shoes in the 
country, we u_rge you to lend your influence to place shoes on the free list. 

The American shoe manufacturer needs no protection. With free 
hides and cheap raw material the American shoemaker can shoe the 
world. 

Very respectfully, THE WoLFE Bnos. SHOE Co., 
R. F. WOLFE, Preside-f}'t. 

I would be glad to have the observations of the Senator from 
Massachusetts with reference to this reciprocal proposition from 
Ohio. • 

l\1r. LODGE. That letter was produced in the House of Rep
resentatives, and it is entirely falil.iliar to me. There are cer
tain--

Mr. DANIEL. If I do not interrupt the Senator from Massa
chusetts, I should like to lay before him and the Senate for 
their consideration another declaration made to the same effect 
by Governor Douglas, one of the leading shoe men of the coun
try. I refer to iWilliam L. Douglas, late governor of Massa
chusetts. Here is what he says on this subject: 

All we ask is a fair field, and no · favor either in our own or 1n 
foreign markets. Take away the duties that prevent us from obtaining 
leather at the same prices paid by our foreign competitors and we will 
not only hold our own market, with or without a duty on shoes, but we 
will invade foreign markets on an extensive scale. In doing so we will 
provide additional work and good wages for our boot and shoe workers. 

That is from Governor Douglas. 
l\fr. LODGE. Yes, I have the letter here. I think Governor 

Douglas altered his views a little on that point subsequently, 
but the fact is that there are certain grades of shoes which re
quire no protective duty at all. There are other grades of shoes 
which are exposed to competition, and they are not the shoes 
affected by the dutiable hides. They are the finer grades, chiefly 
women's and children's shoes. That branch of the manufac
ture-and it occurs in certain towns in my State-has.taken no 
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interest in the free-hide agitatiQn. They; prefer to- let the duty 
remain on everything. But from my point of, view it is neces
sary to look at what is the general interest of the entire indus
try, and it seems to me and has seemed all along that the inter
ests of the industry would be in free hides and much lower 
duties than are now imposed by the Dingley law. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator :permit me again for just 
a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. CertainJy. -
Mr. DANIEL. I have received a bushel ot more of mail on 

this matter, and I have read e-verything that came; and I notice 
it is a very frequent expression of tb.e manufacturers that if 
you will remove the hide-tax: impediment, which is a. very 
remote and very small interest of the farmers, they are ready 
and anx:ious to make their assault on the world's markets. 
They are at such a degree of perfection and readiness to work 
that, if you will not impede them in that work, they can bold 
themselves in advance of the world on the subject of shoes. 

Now my question is this: The Senator is more :familiar with 
the status of affairs than I am. I should like to ask him what 
reduction in the finished pro-duct he is willing to favor? I 
expect to vote for free hides, because 1 think it is a great step 
in the right direction, but I should like also to go as much 
farther as is possible .. 
· Mr. LODGE. I think the reductfons made by the Honse were 

sufficient. 
Mr. Presidentf the Senator from Montana alluded to the 

western agricultural interests as possibly not being taken care 
of. It seems to me we have done pretty well always for the 
agricultural interests. I have voted repeatedly, and have done
so gladly, for an ·the duties. I want to call attention to the 
duties, not to find fault with them in the least, but simply to-
show that when they are mas~d together the farmer and the 
stock raiser and the agriculturist are not neglected. . I take 
the average ad valorem-which I have had calculated by the 
expert of the Finance Committee-on agricultural products. 
Take raw sugar. The protection is based on the- beet. It is 
the interest of the agriculturist,. of the :farmer, which leads· us 
to protect the sugar interests. The average duty on raw 
sugar is 64.75 per cent; on wool, not manufactured, 40.39; 
on tobacco the average duty is 86.58; on fruits the average 
duty is 41.81; on wines, 70.17 ; on maple sugar, 49.65; on glucose 
or grape sugar, 55.39; on live animals, 20.86; on breadstuffs 
and farinaceous substances, 33.42 ; on dairy products, 35.15; 
on farm and field products,. 34.73; on meat products and vine~ 
gar, 19.32. The average of all the duties is ~.01 per cent, 
which is just about the average of the entire tariff. 

In this particular . bill there have not been many increases. 
Very few of the increases have occurred in the industrial 
schedules. But I have here a table- of increases in the agricul
tural schedule, and I. find tha.t live animals have been increased 
25 per cent; buckwheat flour, 25 per cent; oats~ 33.33 per cen.t; 
rice, cleaned, 33.33 per cent; ryer 100 per cent; wheat, 20 per 
cent· hops, 25 per cent; split pease, 12.50 per cent; plants, etc., 
9.83 'per cent; figs, 25 per cent; dates, 100 per cent; olives in 
other coverings, 33.33 per cent; grapes, 25 per ce.nt; lemons, 50 
per cent; and decreases have been made on corn meal, pease, 
gree~ in bulk, etc., seeds, celery, tallow,. and starch, all other 
than potato. I will ask that these tables be printed in the 
RECORD. · • • 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without obJecbon, the tables re-
ferred to will be printed in the RECORD. 

The tables are as follows. 
Average ad valorem on agricultu·rai pro<Lucts. 

Raw sugar------------- ------------------------------·- 64. 75 
Wool not manufactured------------------------------~ 40. 39 
Tobacco, manufactured------------------------------------- 86. 58 

~~\!-;;~~=================:=============:::::::: ig: n Glucose or grape sugar------------------------------------- 55. 39 
Live animals---------~--------~-------------------- 20. 86 
Breadstuff's and farinaceous substances------·--------------- 33. 42 
Dairy products---------------------------------------~ 35. 15 
Farm and fi eld products------------------------------------ 34. 73 
Meat products and vinegar --~----------------~-------· 19. 32 

Treatmen.t ot agri.oulturai duties in this bin-Continued. 

Para
graph. Article. 

260 Plants, etc ........ _ ....... ~ ....... . ......................... . 
271 Figs •• •• .. ·~· .. . ........................ ·--· ........ . ........ . 
271 Dates ........ ·····-····· · .. ·····-· .................. ··--· .... . 
271 Olives in otherco;terings ...... ··-··· ....................... . 
272 Gra-pes ......... . .. -.-~., •• ,. ......... _ ...................... _. 
278 Lemons .... _# ........ - .... -.~ ···-··············-··-· .. · · · - -·· 

Increase. 

Pevcent. 
9.83 

25 
100 
33.83 
25 
50 

DECR-EASES-SCREDULE G-AQRICULTURAL PRODUCTS A.ND PROVISIONS, 

Para- Rates of duty- Per-
gr~Fh Article. I 

centnge 
Senate ofreduc-

bill. Present law. Senate blll. ti on. 

Per cent. 
232 COrn meal •.••• ·- •. -· . 20 cent.s per bushel of 40 cents ~er 4.00 

48 pounds. lOOpoun s. 
258 Pease, green, in bulk, 40 cents per bushel ••. 25 cents per 87.50 

etc. bushel. 
262 Seeds, celery ........ ., •. 30 per cent .••• ··-··--· 10 cents per 51.07 

286 Tallow •• ·-··· ••. ···-· ! cent per pound ..••. 
pound. 

33. 83 t cent per 
pound. 

292 Starch, all other than It cents per pound •.• 1 cent per 83.83 
potato. · pound. 

-

Mr~ LODGID: I do not cite those duties for· any other purpose 
than to show that there is certai:nly no intention or disposition on 
the part of myself or anybody else who thinks as I do about the 
question of hides to treat unfairly the great agricultural interest. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu· 

setts yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr.- LODGE. Yes. 
Mr. CARTER. I think it welI to state a(this point that the 

great staples referred to are generally produced in this country, 
in excess of home necessities and constitute our bulk of exports. 
That is true of wheat and meat products, and undoubtedly of corn. 
The duty on corn is as ridiculous as would be a duty on cotton 

l\Ir~ LODGE. What has seemed to me the most vital point 
in this question has been the relation between the prices of 
hides and cattle, and I think that is the essential part of it. 
If the duty is not a benefit t<> the farmer and the stock grower, 
I doubt if anyone will think it necessary to keep it on for the 
benefit of the packers or for the benefit of the other trusts which 
may be in the business. It rests, as it must rest, on the ques 
tion whether it is of benefit to that great element of the .Ameri 
can people on whom in the main the entire prosperity <?f the 
country depends. 

I have tried to study this q uestfon as well as I could. I have 
compared the population and the number of cattle, to see 
whether the cattle kept pace with the demand, and I find th.at, 
in proportion to the population, there is no substantial increase. 
There is still less than one head of cattle to one person in the 
United States. That means that we must import a certain 
amount of leather for our own ·consumption. Of course, they 
take very good care that all the sole leather they export shall 
be made from imported hides, because they get a drawback, and 
that the shoes they export shall be as far as possible from 

· imported hides. Unfortunately, the shoes which they export 
carry only a very small amount of dutiable hides, but there 
remains a great mass of foreign hides which are needed in 
our own consumption. The world supply of hides and skins 
of all kinds is getting short in comparison with the consumption, 
just as the supply of what might be called the edible animals 
is becoming short. It is not increasing as fast as the demand. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator .from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
1\Ir. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Can the Senator tell us why we are not 

producing a sufficient number of hides to supply the entire 
American demand? 

Mr. LODGE. I can not tell the Senator why~ I can only tell 
him that that is the fact and always has been the fact. 

Para
graph. 

Average of these duties-----------------------~-- 46. 01 

Treatment of agricultural duties in, this bill. 1\Ir. McCUMBER. Will the Senator allow me then to tel 
him why? We have the field, we have the plains upon which 
to raise this stock. If you give us the protection that we ought 

Increase. to have, as much protection as you get for your manufactured 
products, if you will give us the protection that will keep out 

INCREASES. 

Article. 

226 
230 
294 
236 
237 
238 
256 

Live animals ......•...... ········-·· .. ···•••· ........ _ .• ..__., 
Buckwheat fl.our ............................................ . 
Oats ....•.. -· .•. : _ ........ .,_, ........ - . ............. -·-•·-· 
Rice (cleaned)··-···-···-· ...... ·-··········--·······-.. ••··•· 

W:ea.t·::::::: :::: :::::: ::: : ::: :: :: : :: :: : : : ::::: :::: :: : : : :::·:: 
Ho:ps. -· ............ -••.••••.••• ·- ............ -.............. -••• 

258 Split peas.··-·· ................ -··-··--· .................. ~ .. -•• 

Per cent. the Argentine hides, in ten years-because it takes some time to 
25 build up the hide industry, in raising the stock-we wUI produce 
~. 33 all the hides you need in the United States. The reason we 
33.33 do not produce them is because it does not pay to produce them, 

100 as we are importing one-fourth of the number to-day, and the 
~ little 15 per c~nt dutr does not keep them .out; and even of ~o~e 
12.50 that we are importrng, a great proportion goes out a,li:alll m 
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exporting shoes and so forth without paying duty. That is Mr. LODGE.. The Senator need not worry over it. I am not 
why we do not furnish all the .hides we need. _making a free-trade spee~ although be can not understand that 

1\fr. LODGE. I do not believe any possible duty that could fact. I am n{)t in the least disturbed at anything of that sort. 
be put on could induce the raising ef cattle simply for their · If the Senator had been here earlier he would have heard what 
hides. The demand for beef is v:ery great and the price is .I had to say about in-consistencies. 
high, to the consumer at least, and yet there is no increase l\fr. SCOTT. I heard the Senator. 
as there ought to be to meet the needs. The edible animals of Mr. LODGE. When I was interrupted I was considering the 
the world aTe falling short of the demand. The demand is point which the Senator from Wyoming made. The number 
out running the supply. ' of cattle in 1800 was 52,000,000; population was 62,000,000. I 

Now, Mr. President, I tried next to get at the average -take census years for the comparison. There were 10,000,000 
prices. I took them by decades, beginning in 1867 and running less cattle than people. 
to 1872. I took that period of five years fu·st in .order to cover .Mr. WARREN . .Perhaps the Senator will tell us, then, what 
the time when there was a duty on bides, and then by decades. we had in 1895. 

I found that the average price in those forty years of all 1\Ir. LODGE. We had in 1897 46,000,000 eattle and in 1900 
cattle was $21.96; for milch cows, $26.36; and tfor other cattle 43,000,000. 
in the forty years, $17.57. The highest average of any decade Mr. WARREN. If the Senatl>r will take it from that time on, 
was between 1883 and 1892, when the average ;price of "other , he will find that the pro.portion is larger to~day per capita than 
-eattle" was $18.90 and there was no duty. The next highest it was then. 
was between 1898 and 1908, $18.80, when there was a duty. Mr. WDGE. The proportion to-day is 71,000;-000. 
It does not seem to me that those figures indicate any great Mr. WARREN. I will say that the number re;parted by the 
effect of the duty upon the price of cattle. Boot and Shoe Recorder show.s 73,000,000. 

l\fr. WARREN. Will the Senator .allow me the-re? Mr. LODGE. T have· taken the :figures of the Agricultural 
l\fr. LODGE. Certainly. Department, and they :show a decline of 2,000,000. 
·l\Ir. WARREN. About 1895 or 1896 the value was $14 and a : Mr. WARREN. I thcmght the Senator wanted the benefit 

little over. of the boot and -shoe authority here, and tlley make it 73,.000,000. 
l\Ir. LODGE. From 1893 to 1897, which I put separately, Mr. LODGE. No, I _prefer the fi-gnres of the .Agricultural 

.as I thought i t was the worst period, it was $15. : Department, which make it less. 
l\Ir. WARREN. The Senator will find, if he takes one year · Mr. President, I have been unable to detect in tho-se figures 

more, it was $14 plus. that the duty had any effect. Perha-ps the Senator from North 
l\fr. LODGE. I have no doubt of ft. We had fl:ee hides then . Dakota is .correct, and the dui;y is too sman, but we are discuss

unqnestionably, and we had free hides between l.883 and 1892, · ing the duty repo~ted by the .cemmittee, .and it seems to me to 
when the average price was $18.90. , be totally ineffective in raising the price of cattle. 
. .Mr. WAR.REN. We did net have the proportion of cattle : I ·examined veryearefullythe _price list to see lf tlw_prireof catUe 
illen to the population that we have to-day. and the price of hides moved together.. That seems to me to 'be a 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? very important point. I have hereeomparisonsof toppricesrllll-
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. . ning over a series of years from 1896to1905, which I will ask to 
Mr. SCOTT. I really feel sorry .for the Senator from Massa- : have printed. I will not trouble the .Senate with :r-eading tllem. 

·Chusetis in attempting rf:o make a free trade speech when we The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without Qbj-ection,, the matter will 
know he is a good protectionist. I think we ought all to sympa- be printed. 
thize with him. The matter referred to is as .foll-0ws; 

Boot and Shoe .11llorder • .May 1!, 1J)()9. 

Price of na
tive steers 

on hoof,per 
i 100 pounds. 

1897: 
Apl:il 3 ···········-········~·······--··-··········
July 3 •••-••••••••••••••-~·-•-•••W•••-••-•••••••• 
October 2.-- ............•. -......•.• -···· ··-······ 

"1898: 
Janull.ry 1 ··~···· -·······-····•··~·····•w•····· 
April 2 •.• ~ •.••..•.•••••... ······················-· 
July2 ·······-···························-·····-·· October 1 .... _ ................................... . 

1899: 

}~~~:~:::-::~::::~::~~~~::~::~~:::::~: 
October 7 •.••••••••••••• -·- ••••••••••.•••••••••••. 

1900: 
January 6 ····-· ···--· ···-·· •••••• ··-···-··- .••••• 
April 7 ············-·······-v·-··•••••••••••••• 
ii:;;:,~er6:::::: ::: ::::: :::: :::::.::::::::::.: ::: :~ 

1901: ' 
Je.nue.ry5 ···············-·-···~~·····~········· " 
April 6 ········-···-·········----··-·-~-·····-~ 
July 6 ....•••••••••.•••••••••••• ·- •• ·- -·-··-. • • • · 
October 5 ....•......••...•..• ··-~. _. -· .•.•••...•.. 

1902: 

January'4 ·········-················'"······-····· 
.April 5. ·--- ·-·-·. ··--·· ···--•••<'•••• ··-···. ···-· 
July5 ·······• ················-····-···-·······-~ 
October 4 ................. --· -··-· •• -· •••••••• _. 

1903: 
January 3 ...••......••..... ···--········· •... -·· 
April 4 ••.••....••....... ······--·· ····-· ······-- ·· 
July '4 - ••• ·- ·--· •••••••••••• ·---- •••••• ·-· ···- •••• 
October 3 ..• ·-- ···············-···············-··· 

1904: 
January 2 •• ··-· •••••••••• ···-······· ••.•• ··-····· 
April-2 .....• ~ ......•...... · -···· -· .. ·-·· .....••• 
July2 ·····-·····-···-········-·········-·······-·· October 1 ..•. -··· ...... _ ..... ·-· ...... __ ......... . 

1905: 

·85.40 
5.15 
5.·50 

5.4.0 
5.50 
5.35 
5.85 

5.95 
5.EO 
5.75 
7.oo : 

l 
7. ?1) 
5.80 
5. 70 
6.00 

5.60 
6.'25 
6.40 
6.85 

7.75 
7.50 
8.50 
8.30 

6.65 : 
5.60 " 
5.60 
6.00 : 

6.65 
5.80 
6.65 
6.55 

January 7 .................•.. ·-····. ·---·······-·- 6.00 
April 1 ..•••.••••.••..•..•. _ .••••..••••• -··..... ••• 6. 3fi 
August5.·-··-···············-············-·····-- 5.90 
September 23 •..•••••••••••••••••• ·····-···· ···-·· 6. 40 

General average .....•...•••..••..•..••.•.••.....•••••••...... 

t!m ~ i: :~ ~~:::::~~~:::::~~:~:~ ~~~:~~~~::~~~~ H · 

P t n..:~~ of p n+o... Price re- Price re- "eef ~1-.~-· ereen age s: La.-c eree~'"°"e · cerred.b-y cat- eeived by Beef packers' '° J>ai== 
advance !heavy na"tive .advance , tl~ growem beef packers gross Jtrofit per.centage 

since April, hides per smce April', ior·50-pound . for so._ me . -0n hide. ef profit on 
1897. pound. 189'Z. f JD.des. . hide. hide. 

Per cent. 
0 ··5 
A 2 

2 
D 1 
A 8 

10 
~: 

28 

M 
71.. 

lloi ' 
2 

16 
19 
'J:l 

44 
39 
67 
43 

·23 
·4 
4 

n 
'23 

il 
21 

it 
18 
10 
19 
16t 
ll 
"26 
'30 
'30 

41).09 
.09 
.1ot 

-11 
.llt 
.'12} 
.11{ 

.11} 
~ ll.i 
.12 
.ll:tt 

.13! 

.13l 

.u 

.Ilt 

.12 

.1()t 

.12! 

.13 

.14 

.12t 

.13 

.Ht 

.13t 

.Ut 
. • 12 
.12 

.llt 

.lot 

.llt 

.lot 

.13.! 

.131 
,lfit 
.lOl 

---- ·-.. -~ i 41· 
.15 
.lot 
.14,i 

{ 

Per cent. 

16 

.22 i 
25 
39 
32 

28 
30 
33 
47 

53 
46 
22 
?1) 

83 
16 
42 
44 

55 . 
36 
44 
58 

47 ' 
25 
33 
33 

25 
19 
25 
19 ' 

53 
50 
72 
72 

.)2.70 

~~ · 
2.70 
2.75 
2.68 
2.93 

2.98 
2 . .90 
2.89 
3.50 

3.63 
2.90 
2.85 
3.00 

2.75 
3.13 
3.20 
8.43 

·s.88 
3. 75 
4. ?1) 
4.15 

3.33 -
2.80 . 
2.80 
3.00 

3.33 . 
2.90 
3.33 
3.78 

3.00 
3.18 
2.95 
3.20 

.$4.. 50 
4.50 
.5 . .2.5 

.5..00 
5.62 
6.25 ' 
5 . .90 

5. 75 
5.88 
6.00 
6.62 

6.87 
6.56 
5.50 
5.62 

6.00 
5.25 
6.38 
6.50 

7.00 
6.12 
6.50 
"7.12 

6.62 
5.62 
6.00 
6.00 

5.6Z 
5.33 
5.62 
5."33 

6.82 
6.75 
"7. 75 
7. 75 

$L80 
_l.92' 
2.00 

2.80 
2.87 
3.57 . 
2 -97 i 

2. 77 
2.98 ' 
3.11 
3.12 

3.24 
3.66 
2.65 
2.62 

3.25 
2.12 
3.18 
3.07 

3.12 
2.37 
2.25 
2.91 

3.29 
2.82 
3.20 
3.00 

2.29 
2.65 
2:29 
1.55 

3.82 
3.57 . 
4.80 
4.55 

~~ ·-·······3~00· ·········7~37· ·········4:37· 
m L~ ~50 ~10 
U L50 ~D L63 
68 aoo ~13 ~63 

Per cent. 
61}! 
74 
91 

103 
104 
133 
101 

93 
lOJ 
107 

89 

90 
126 
93 
87 

118 
68 
99 
89 

80 
90 
.53 
71 

'9:\J 
101 
114 
160 

69 
91 
69 
41 

l'J:'/ 
112 
163 
142 
96 

146 
121 
45 

104 

The above prices of cattle are taken from monthly summaries of Uliited Sta.tee Depa.rtment of Commerce and Labor, "for the spectfic dates mentioned. The 
prices of hides are taken from a table of "Compamtive prices of leather end hides for ten years," -published in the Shoe and Leather Reporter of August 10, 1905, 
and later numbers. The pric~s of both beef cattle and hide11 for the yea.rs of 1906, !907, 1908, and 1909 a.re taken from market reports of Chicago papers. 
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Fifty-two weeka of 1896. 

January I to 4 . ..... ...••...••.•••••..••.....•• 
Week ending January 11 -·················-·· 
Week ending January 18 •.•••.•.•••••..•..... 
Week ending January 25 ...•••......•.•...•.. 
Week ending February 1 .••...••.•.•••.•..•.. 
Week ending February 8 ...••.••.....•.•...•. 
Week ending l!,ebruary 15 ..•.•... _ ••...••..•. 
Weekending February 22 ..•.••..•...••...... 
Week ending February 29 •••••••••••••••••••• 
Week ending March 7 ... .....•.••.••.....••.. 
Week ending March 14 ....••....••.•..•...... 
Week ending March 21. ....•..••......•...••. 
Week ending March 28 ..•...•.•..•.........•. 
Week ending April 4 .......................... 
Week ending April IL ........................ 
Week ending April 18 . ..... ................•.. 
Week ending April 25 ......................... 
Week ending May 2 .•........•••............. 
Week ending May 9 ...................... . .. . 
Week ending May 16 ..•.....•...•.•...••..... 
Weekending May 23 ....•.•••••...•••••.•. : •.. 
Weekending May 30 .................•........ 
Week ending June 6 .••• .•• •• .•..••••......•.. 
Week ending June 13 •••••••••••.•••••.••••••. 
Week ending June 20 .....................•... 
Week ending June 27 ••.•...••. •.. _ .........•. 
Week ending July4 .. ···--····· ...••.......... 
Week ending Julyll •.•.••••••....•....••••... 
Week ending Julyl8 .. -..•..•......•.......•••. 
Week ending July25 .••..•..••................ 
Week ending Augustl ....••.•.•..••••.•...... 
Week ending Augusts ........................ 
Week ending August15 .•••...••...•• .• . __ .... 
Week ending August22 .... ··-·- ·-· · .•..•..... 
Week ending August29 ....•................•. 
Week ending September 5 ............•....••. 
Week ending September 12 .. _ .............. _. 
Week ending September 19 .. _. _ ..••.......... 
Week ending September 26 .•.........•....... 
Week ending October 3 ....•...... _ .... _ ...... 
Week ending October 10 .•••.. __ ..•.. _ ·-- •. __ . 
Week ending October 17 ........•.•........... 
Week ending October 24 ....•.....•......•.... 
Week ending October 31. .....••..•...•••..••. 
Week ending November 7 ······-···········--
Week ending November 14 . . ...••....•..•.. •. 
Week ending November 21 .•. ···--····· ..•... 
Week ending November 28 ................... 
Week ending December 5 ...... •...... ....••. 
Week ending December 12 ······--··· .•..••.. 
Week ending December 19 .•.......... _ ..••.. 
Week ending December 26 ·-· -··-····· ·····-· 
December 26 to December 31, 1896 ....•..•.... 

Tota1 1896 .•...... 2, 600, 746 1, 782, 420 
Total 1895 ••..•..• 2, 588, 558 1, 803, 466 

. 
Saturday. 

Receipts and prices of cattle and ltides at Ohioago. 

Top price per 100 
cattle at the pounds for cattle on Pack-
stock yards. the hoof for each Pack- ers' Pack- Pack- Pack-

week. Pack- Pack- era' heavy ers' ers' ers' No.1 
ers' ers' coun-

native Texas Colo- butt- heavy light brand- try 
steers. steers. rado brand- native native ed buffs. 

Re- Slaugh- Native Texas Cows steers. ed cows. cows. cows. 
ceipts. ter. steers. steers. and steer;;i. 

heifers. 

-------------------r---------------
No. No. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 

22,062 8,287 4. 75 3. 75 3. 75 8f 7l 6t 7l 7t 7i 61 7t 
56, 769 40, 537 5.00 4.30 4.00 St n 6l 7t 7* 8 6t 7 
62,025 44,617 4.85 4.25 3. 75 st 71. 61. 7 7* 8 61. 7 

7• . . 
50,036 33, 923 4.80 4.13 4.10 81. 6! 7 7-1 7! 6t 61 . . 
47,675 22,272 4.70 3.85 4.00 8 7 6 7 7t 7t 6 6t 
39, 475 23,387 4. 75 4.00 4.00 st 7 6t 7 7t 7t 6t 6f 
50,532 30,832 4.65 3.95 3.85 st 6~ fil 7 7t 8 6t 7 . 
56, 778 37,340 4.50 3.90 3.85 81. 6f 6t 7 8 8 6t 6f . 
44, 908 28,365 4.65 3. 75 3.80 81. 6f 6 7 8 8 6t 6f . 
44,116 26,802 4. 75 4.10 3.80 7t 61 5f 61. 71 7l 61 6t . . 
43,413 . 28, 215 4. 70 4.15 3.85 7i 6t of 6l. 7 7t 6t 6t . 
o5,o65 37,250 4. 70 4.40 3.85 7 6 5f 6 6t 6-~ 6 6 
46, 143 26, 933 4.50 4.00 3.85 6f 6 5t Of fil 6l. 6 6 . . 
28,883 18,307 4.50 3.95 3.95 6f 6 5t of 6t 6t 6 6 
43, 006 27, 741 4. 75 4.00 3.80 6f 6 5t 5f 6t 6f 6 6 
44, 536 28,811 4. 75 4.10 3.95 6f 6 5t 6 6i 6f 6 6 
50,309 32,643 - 4.20 3. 80 4.00 6f 6l. 5t 6 6t flt 6 of . 
39, 913 19, 892 4.25 S.55 3.90 7 6t 5t 6i 6t 6f 6t 5f 
56, 202 38, 702 4.55 4.10 4.10 7l 6f 5t 6f 6t 6i 6t 5f 
43,310 30,573 4.40 4.15 3.90 8 8 6t 7 7 7 6;} 6! 
47,492 31,827 4.30 3.90 4.10 St 8! 7 7t 71 7l 7 6t . 
52,803 41, 381 4.40 4.25 4.25 St 81. 7 8 7!. 7t 7 6t . . 
47,428 33,683 4.50 3.85 4.00 st 81. 7 8 7t 7t 7 6t . 
44, 296 31, 951 4.4.5 3.85 4.00 st St 7 8 71. 71. 7t 6t . . 
48, 963 S6, 782 4.50 3. 75 4.00 Bi St 7t 8 7 7t 7t 6& 
48, 947 34, 365 4.55 4.08 4.10 8f 8f 7t st 7t 7i 7~ 6i 
48, 719 32,884 4.6-5 4.10 4.10 8! Bi n 8t 7t 7t 7t 6f 
43, 915 31,659 4.50 3. 75 4.35 9 8f n St 7t 7i 7f 6t 
51, 994 37,247 4.55 3.50 4.00 'Sf st 7t st 7t 7t 7f 6f 
53,442 39,131 4.45 3.50 3.90 8 8 7 7i 7 7 7 6~ 
46,542 31,827 4.60 3.15 4.25 7 7 6 6t 7 7 6 flt 
51,411 35, 338 4. G5 3.25 4.15 7 7 5f 6J. 7 6f 5f 5f 
52,339 36,671 4. 75 3.15 4.25 6f 6f 5t 6 

. 
6i fil f>t 5t 

57,469 40, 966 4.85 3. 60 3.90 6f 6i [>.!. 5f 6 6 
. 

5 5i . 
56,002 39,065 4. 90 3.50 4.25 7l 6f 5t 6 fil 6t 5* 5t . 
63,079 42, 902 5.00 3.25 3. 60 Bi 6f 6l. 7 7t 7t 6t 6f . 
59, 233 40,040 6. 30 3.00 3.85 St 7t 6!. 7t 7t 7j 6i 7 . 
61,000 40,357 5.10 3.00 3.25 8i 7t 6} 7l 8 8 6f 7 
44, 980 28, 991 5.10 3.00 3.50 Bf 7 6t ·n 8 8 6f 7t 
57,683 41,282 5.10 3.30 4.05 9 7f 6f 7f St St 7 7f 
55,833 38,413 5.15 3.10 3.70 9 8 7 8 St St 7 8 
57,883 39, 919 5.25 3.15 4.25 9t fil 1: 8 9 9 7f 8 . 
05,608 39, 350 5.15 4.10 3.35 9t 8!. 7!. st 9 8f 7t 8 . . 
40, 714 23,848 5.15 3.50 3.30 lot 9t st 9t 10 10 st 91. 
36,857 27, 440 5.25 3.95 3.85 IOt St 8 8f 9t 9t 8 st 
53,876 40,576 5.35 4.50 3.85 10! 9 8 7 9t 9f 8 9 
62,061 43,859 5.10 4.25 3.85 lot St 8 8f 9f 9f 8 9 
42,390 28, 936 5.35 4.25 3.90 9f Sf 7f 9 St 8f 7t St 
54, 950 38,637 5.60 4.40 3. 75 9!. 8} 7t st St Si 7t 8 . 
55, 950 40, 187 5.90 4.25 3. 70 9 8 7 8 Bl St 7t 7t 
42, 156 26, 774 5.85 4.95 4.15 9 8 7 7f st St 7i 7t 
35,432 23,311 5.50 4.25 4.00 9t St 7f St 9 9 8 8 
41,354 27,622 5.35 4.15 3.80 9t 8f 'if St 9 9t 8 St 

Cattle at the Top price per 100 Hides. 
Chicago pounds for cattle on 
stock yards the hoof for each 
during week. week. No.I 

No.1 pack- No.I No.I No.1 No.I 
pack- pack- pack- ers' pack- pack-

ers' heavy ers' era' 

No.1 
coun-

try ex-
treme 
light 
hides. 

---
Cents. 

8 
7t 
7t 
7 
6f 
7 
71. 
7• 
7 
6f 
6l. . 
6t 
fil . 
6t 
6l. . 
6t 
6t 
6t 
6t 
7 
7J. . 
71 
7i . 
71. . 
7 
7t 
7!. . 
71. . 
7t 
7t 
7 
7 
7 
6l 
6t 
7t 
7t 
7f 
8 
8 
St 
St 
St 
9t 
9t 
9t 
9t 
St 
81. . 
8 
St 
Bl 
8t 

No.1 
pack· 
ers' 

No. 1 
cou ll• 

try 
calf 
skin s. 

Cent s. 
9l 
9 
9 
9 
9 
81 
St 
8} 
st 
8 
8 
8 
8 
7f 
7t 
7f 
7f 
7f 
8 
Bi 
8f 
9 
8f 
St 
St 
81 
8f 
8f 
8f 
Bi 
9 
9 
9 
81. 

1 

1i 
7 
8 
8f 
9t 
9i 
10 
o.i 
9i 

1 Oi 
11 
Oi 
It 
1 
Ol 
Ot 
Ol 
Of 
Oi 

1 
1 
1 
]! 
1 
1 
1 
1 

No.1 
coun-ers' ers' 

Re- Slaugh- Native Texas native Texas Colo- butt- heavy Ught brand· try 

ceipts. ter. steers. steers. Cows. steers. steers. rado brand- native native ed buffs. 
steers. ed cows. , cows. cows. 

steers. 

------ ---
' 

1907. No. No. Dolls. Dollsr Do Us. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
January 5 .............••.. ···-· ··- -····-·-·····-·--···-·-·· 61,005 37, 953 · 7.20 5.75 5. 75 16i 15t 14t 14i J5t 151 14t 18 
January 12 .............................•.....••............ 71,475 44, 604 7.15 5. 75 5.25 16t lot 141 14t 15t 15 - 14t 13 
January 19 ..................•. - .. ... ........ ... .......•.•.. 77, 266 47,841 7.30 5. 75 5.85 16t 15t 14t 14t 15 15 14t 13 
January 26 ..........................•..........•. ····-··-·· 73,163 41,802 6.90 5.75 5.50 16{- 15t 14t 14t 15t 15 14t 12f 
February 2 ....................•.. ·······-······· · ··-······· 59, 989 31,498 6.90 5. 75 5.00 16t 15t 14t 14_.!- 15t 15 14t 13 
February 9 ............... ....••. .... . ....... .. ............. 68,207 41, 275 7.25 5. 75 5.40 16{- 15t 14t 14t lf>.!. 14i 14t 13 
February 16 .......... _ .. . .................. · ................ 61, 491 32, 744 6.90 5. 75 5.25 16t 15t 141 14t 15° 14f 14t 13 
February 23 ..... _ ........... _ ......... .. .............•..... 61, 826 32, 708 6. 75 5.60 o.10 15f 15t 141 14! Hf 14t 14t 13 
March 2 ..... .........•.•.... ... ..........•• • .............. • 57,528 30,033 6.85 5.60 5.35 15t 15t 14t 14t 14f 14-t 14t 12f 
March 9 ..........••.......................•..........•..... 56,068 30,833 6.85 5.60 5.60 15! 151 14t 14t 14i 14 14t 12f 
March 16 ......•...... .... ........ •••....................... 64,855 34, 180 6. 75 5.50 5.50 15t 151 14{ 14t 14t 14 14{ 12t 
March 23 . .... ..................... ••••..................... 61, 755 32,665 6.90 5. 50 5.35 15 15{- 14 14 13i 13t 14 llf 
March 30 ....................................... ·-·-··· ...... 46,088 23,134 6.60 5.50 5.40 1¥. 15~ 14 13t 13{- 131 14t IH 
April 6 ......•...........•.•..••.............•.............. 52, 708 27, 948 6.60 5.50 5.40 14! 15t 13f 13f 14t 13f 141 . llt 
April 13 ....•....... . ....... .. .......... . .......•........... 56,569 31, 196 6. 75 5.50 5. 75 14-t 15 14 14 13t 13 14 11 
April 20 .................................................... 68, 020 38,673 6. 70 5.50 5.50 14-t 15 14 13t }~t 12f 14 IO} 
April 27 .............................•.•..................•. 72,847 44,942 6.60 5.50 5.40 14t 15 13f 13t 12 13{- lOi 
May 4 ..... - . _ .......•. ~ .. · ......... ~ ............... . . : ...... 98, 339 31, 978 6.25 5.40 5.35 14t 15 14 13f 13t 13 13t lOt 
May 11 .......... . •............. . ........•...•......•....... 53,392 27,850 6.50 5.40 5.60 14i 15 14 13f lSt 13t 13t 11 
May 18 ......... . ........ . ..........•..•........•.....•••... 60,316 34, 782 6.50 5.40 5.60 15 15t 14 14 14 14 13-1- 12t 
May 25 . .•.. . .•. . •••.•..... , ...•.••••••••.•••••• •. .....•. •• . 60,580 32, 924 · 6.40 5.40 5.30 15 15t 14 14 14 14 13t 11 

June 1 -····-···-················-·············-········ .... 49,267 26,014 • 6.50 6.15 5.50 15 lot 14 14 13f 13t 13{- 11 
Junes····································-·······- · ······· 64, 716 35,424 6. 75 6.25 5. 75 15 lot 14 14 13f 13f 13t lOf 

J~:M:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
69,028 39, 793 6.90 6.25 5.30 15 lot 14 14 13f · J3t 13t lW 
53,892 28,334 7.00 6.25 o.60 15 15t 14 14 13.f 13t 13t 10! J 
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Receipts and 11rice:s of ca1tle and hides a-i 'Ohicauo-Continued. 

Cattle o.t the 
Chicago 
stock yards 
du.ring week. 

Hides. Top price per 100 
pounds for cattle on 
the hoof for each •----------------,--------
~~ ~l 

N l N l No.I pack- No. 1 No. 1 No.1 

Pa°ck- pa~k- pacers'k- ers' pack- pack- pack.-
heavy ers' ers' era' 

Saturday. 

eTS' ers' Colo- butt- heavy light brand-
Re- Slaugh- Native Texas Cows. native Texas rado brand- native native ed 

ceipts. ter. steers. steers. steers. steers. steers. ed cows. cows. cows. 

No. l 
coun
try 

buffs. 

steers. 

----~---------------·!------------------------------------- --

Jnne29 ·······-·-················-··--· .. ····-·--·-·-··-··· 
July 6 .... · ·-·········--···· ·- ............ ••. : .• _ • .••••.•••. 
July 13 ...•.......... •.. .....•• ·-···· •... --·- ............... . 
July 20 •. ·-·-- ....... ··· ·· - --·--· ···-·--· ····----··. -·-· •. · ·-
.Tuly 27 •.•..•.. -----· ...•••. -- . -·--- •••••• ~ .••••••• ·-·-· -·-· 
.August3 .. --- ..... -- .......... -· ............. ··-· ···--· ... . 
August 10 ....... ··-·-· ·--·· ...•.....•..........••.•..•..•.. 
Augu t17 ........•.... ••... .... ..... ...•...... ·--·········· 
August 24 ••••••••••••••••••••••• ··--·······. -··-· ····-· •••• 
August 31 .... ................... ----·. ··-·-··- -·· ····--·· .. 
September 7 •. ••. --· - ••••..••..••.•••••••••. --·····-·-- •.•• 
September 14 .......................... -·-·-·· ···· -·--·· · ·-
Septembe,1'21 ............................................. . 
September 28 ·--··· ·· ·····-··•ro ·-··-···-·-·-··-··········· 
Octobel! 5 ··---···-·· --· ····- -··- ·-··········-·~·-----· .. ·· 
October 12 . ·---- .......... ···-· ....... _ ..... ··-·· ......... . 
October 12 ................. ···-- ·-·-·· ..•........ _ ........ . 
October26 --········--···----···-····-·······--············ 
November 2. ···-· .•..••.... •.•• . -·-·--·-· .. _ ·-·-·· --·-· ... . 
November 9_ ···--·-······-· .... • . •... -···-·· -- ·- ......... . 
November 16 ..........•.. . ..... . ....•.. ·--· _ .. ---· ........ . 
November23 ....•. -·-··· .. ··-········--·-······ .. •••·· •·· 
NovemberSO .. _____ ,,_········---··--·····-····-··------
Dooember 7 - -·--·- •••. ··-··- ...... -····-~--·--· .. -···- --- 
December 14. ··--- .. ---·····. ···-· ·---- - ---··--·· .....• --·
December 21 ••..•• __ ... • • .••...• •• ..•.• •••• ·····-· •.•..• ··-
December 28 .. --·-- .... ···-··· - ·-·· ........... --·· ..•...... 

No. 
47,866 
40,142 
57,631 
67, 688 
57,13!3 
45, 928 
54,437 
64,417 
54,424 
56,516 
7Q. 280 
1s:.895 
79,691 
64, 251 
76, 769 
87, 950 
90,486 
93, no 
58,208 
51,448 
74,489 
67,852 
72, 178 
68r224 
83,534 
58, 795 
46,061 

No. 
27,211 
21,837 
33, 199 
43,414 
34,869 
26, 715 
34, 986 
40, 255 
31,067 
32, 764 
a9, 934 
42,845 
46, 537 
83,886 
43,080 
49, 748 
49, 909 
53,100 
27,879 
30,837 
41, 951 
38, 712 
38,695 
31,016 
47,049 
28,310 
22,935 

Dolls. 
7.10 
7.25 
7.30 
7.35 
7.35 
7.60 
7.60 
7.45 
7.35 
7.35 
7.25 
7.35 
7.15 
7.25 
7.30 
7.35 
7.45 
7.35 
7.00 
7.25 
6. 76 
6.85 
&.60 
6.35 
6.35 
6.15 
6.30 

OomparisOWJ Of cattle, hide, and leathe1· f)f'iCe8. 

Yea.r. 

Top 
prices 
native 
steers 

on hoof, 
Chicago, 
per 100 
pounds. 

Heavy 
native 
steer 
hides, 

Chicago, 
per 

pound. 

Sole 
leather 
union 
No.1 
mid. 
per 

pound. 

--~--~------------!-~---~~-~~ 
1S!l6; 

January ............ ···--··-·-----·-·-······--·· .... ·---·- $0.08 eD.2( 
Ap1'il ... -- .. ·-- ..•.•...... ··-· .. ·-··. -·--· ....•..•........ 
July .. . ...... ··--·· -- •••• ··-···---· --·-·· --· --· -···-·. --

-06l .26 
.08i .26 

October ........•....•.....•..•...... ·-·- ................. . .08 .25 
1897: 

January··-········---····-··-···-······-·--·--- ..•....••. .ost . so 
April 3 .................................. _.:,_____ $5.40 
July3.. . . ............ .... ..... .. ...... .... ...... 5.15 

.09 .29 

.09 .26 
October 2 .••• __ •.••• . ••.•. ··---- ..••.. _ -··-·. ... 5. 50 .lOt .30 

189 : 
Jo.nuaryl ··· --- ·-· · ·- ·----·-· -·· ----··----···· 5.40 .ll .so 
April2 ....... · ----· - ··· ......... ·--· ... __ . ..... 5. 50 .llt .29 
July2 ••.••••....•..•. ___ ...... ... ... __ ·-·-·-·--- 5. 35 .12t .29 
October! ..•.•.... -··-·. ___ .•. ··--· ··-·· -··-.... 5. 85 .lli .29 

I 99: 
January 7 ........................ ··---········· 5. 95 .llt .2!3 
April 1. .. ·---· ..... , . --- .. . ......... .. . ... . . .. .. 5.80 .lH .32 
Julyl .....••••.•.•••. ·-··· ······-· ·-· · ····-····· 5.75 .12 .83 
October 7----···············-·-···············-·· 7.00 .13t .36 

1900: 
Junuary6 ....•...• •.. ......................... -. 7.25 .13f .36 
April 7 .•.••••••• ·-·· •••••••...•• --·· -~·······.. 5. 80 131 .35 
July7 --··-·····-······· · ·---····--··-··--····-- 5.70 .ll .33 
October 6 .••.••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••• _ .••. 6. 00 .nt .30 

1901: 
January 5 ·-·- ··-·····--··········-····---·· ..•. 5.50 
April 6 •••••••..•••...••.••••.••••••••••• ·-·· ••.• 6. 25 
July 6.......................................... 6.40 
October 5--·---~--- ..• ······--· •.••.. ·--··· •• ... 6.85 

.12 .32 
.101 .33 
• 12f .32 
.13 .34 

1902: 
Ja.nuary4... ..... ··-· --· -··- ·- · --·· --··· -·----·- -· 7. 75 .14 .35 
April 5. ----· ............. ---·· ...... ___ ,.._....... 7. 60 .121 .34 
July5 .••••.•.•••.• •..••••••... ••.. ••.•.. ---······ 8.60 .1s .35 
October 4 ............................ -----. ·---· 8. 30 .14,f .35 

1903: 
January3 .•..•..•..••.•.•. ·····-·-···-·········· 6.65 
April 4 ......••••••....••..•. ·--···-····--· .•. --- 5. 60 
July4 ......... ·- --··-···---·-·· ····---·- .. ······ 5.60 
October 3 ........ -·-··--. -·---···. ···-·· ..•....• 6.00 

• 18t .35 
.llt .34 
.12 .34 
.12 ,33 

1904 : 
January2 .•••••. ··--··-·-···········-···· .. ••••· 6.65 
April 2 •. -··- ... ... ..... -- ...••..• ·-· •• -- ·... •. • • 6. 80 
July2 ..•...... ....•... ·--·····-·---······· · ···-- 6.65 
October! ......................... -............. 6.55 

.llt · .32 

.lOf .32 

.nt .31 

.lOf .32 
1905: 

Ja.null.l'y 7 •••.•.••••• -··· .••••••• _. --· •••• ···-·· 6. 00 
April I ·····-·-············-.. ... ... . ............ 6.35 
Julyl .................... --····-·····-·-··· ······ 6.25 

~~~~ger ·ii:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: · ~: ~ 
November 1 ...................... ··--···--- ............. . 

. 13! .35 

.13t .35 

······:i5i ·-·~-·-·· .36 
......... .,. ...... 

. 151 .36 

The above prices of cattle are taken from monthly summaries of 
United States Department of Commerce and Labor, and are taken 
for tho specific dates mentioned. The prfces of leather and hides are 
taken from a table of " Comparative prices of leather and hides for 
ten years," published in the Shoe and Leather Reporter, of August 10, 
1905, and late numbers. 

Dolls. 
5.80 
5.75 
5.80 
5. 75 
5.15 
6.50 
6. 75 
6.25 
5.80 
6.00 
6.00 
5. 75 
6.60 
6.20 
6.20 
6.20 
6. 2.0 
4.60 
5.45 
6.35 
5.40 
5.60 
5.15 
5. 75 
5.25 
5. 70 

. 5.80 

Dolls. 
5.60 
5. 90 
6.15 
6.00 
6.00 
6.25 
6.25 
5.85 
5.00 
5.25 
5.40 
6.00 
5.75 
5.50 
5.30 
5.40 
5.00 
4.00 
4.75 
5.00 
5.50 
4.60 
5.25 
5.25 
5.60 
5.00 
4. 75 

Cents. 
15 
15 
141 
14-i 
14.t 
14-t 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14-t 
14-t 
14t 
14t 
14! 
14! 
14} 
14 
131 
12t 
12 
nt 
12 
1U 
Ill 

Cems. 
lb 
15 
15 
15 
14* 
141 
14t 
14 
13-t 
13 
13 
l2f 
12.t 
13 
13 
lst 
13t 
13 
13 
12t 
121 
12t 
llt 
11 
llt 
ll.1. 
11 .. 

C1!11ts. 
13,f 
13t 
13t 
131. 
13 .. 
13 
12i 
12 
llt 
ll 
11 
lOt 
11 
11 
11 
llt 
ll 
11 
u 
lot 
10t 
9t 
9l 
9t 
9t 
9t 
9}' 

Oents. 
13t 
13t 
13& 
l:li 
13t 
~t 
12.i. 
12 .. 
12 
12 
Ut 
12 
12 
12 
12t 
12~ 
12 
12 
lH 
llt 
lOt 
10 
9t 
9t 
9t 
9t 

Cents. 
13t 
13t 
13t 
13t 
lSt, 

~~ 
l2l 
12-t 
12t 
12i 
12t 
12t, 
12t 
12i 
12t 
12t 
12! 
12t 
12 
lOt 
lOt 
]0 
10 
9i 
9t 
g. 

Cent.~. 
13~ 
13t 
13 
13 
13 
12l 

~t 
12 
12 
11! 
llt 
12 
12 
12 
12t 
12t 
12 
12 
Ill 
10.j 
10 
9t 
9 
9 
9 
8t 

(Jent.s. 
13 
13 
12i 
12! 
12t 
llt 
12 
11 
10t 
10 
10 

9} 
9t 
9} 
9f 
9-! 
9t 
9f 
9t 
9 
Bl 
& 
71 
7t 
8 
n 
7l 

Otmts.· 
10 
ill 
11 
11 
11 
11 
IO 
lOi 
lot 
lOt
lOt 
104 
IOt 
lC» 
IOt 
lOt 
lOi-
101 
9f 
9l 
8} 
8 
7 
7. 
7l 
7t 
7t 

l\Ir. WARREN. Will the Senator permit m~, right there? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. I think the only argument upon which free 

hides can be based is that they do not always go up and down 
with the price of meat. I will ask the Senator what about mut
ton and wool, whether they go up and down together or not? 
What about ores containing silver and lead? Do they go up 
and down together or not? May not one be higher and the 
other lower, and yet may not the combined value of the two be 
what is of benefit to the producer? 

Mr. LODGE. The argument is that the farmer gets the bene
fit of the duty on the hides. 

Mr. W A.RREN. AbsoluteJy . 
Mr. LODGE. If that is the case, when hides go up, as a 

general rule, cattle will go up too; and when hides go down) 
cattle hould go down. Otherwise the farmer, in selling his 
cattle to the packer in Chicago, is not getting the benefit of the 
duty. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator will not insist upon that. The 
percentage, we will say, of the hides as a whole is 10 per cent. 
That 10 per cent you may double, and even then the price· of 
beef might be lower. But the point is, the farmer gets the bene
fit of the combined price of both, just as he does of wool and 
mutton, and it makes his business profitable o:r unprofitable as 
to the total return he gets from beef cattle when their price 
goes up and down. 

Ur. LODGE. That may be true, but even an advance of 10 
per cent on the value ought to show some advantage to the 
farmer . 

Ur. ·BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Ma.ssacl'msetts 
permit me to ask the Senator from Wyoming a question? 

Ur. LODGE. Certainly. . 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Wyoming 

thi question: I understand him to be for a duty on hides? 
Mr. WARREN. I am . 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Because he thinks that that makes a bet

ter price to the farmer for hides? 
Mr. WARREN. There is no question about it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If that is true, it can only be true upon 

the theory that the duty is added to the consumer. If th.at iS 
the case I advise the Senator from Rhode Island to take the 
Senator from Wyoming in charge upon that proposition . 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator will not be so hasty. It will 
not be to the ultimate consumer;· and the Senator knows with
out asking me that question that it does not raise the price of 
boots and shoes . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does it add the price· to the farmer? 
Mr. WARREN. It does. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The farmer, then, gets that much more? · 
Mr. WARREN. He does; and it is absorbed between the 

time he produces it and the time it is placed on the market by 
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the retailer, and somebody, therefore, gets anywhere from 1 to 3 
· cents more on a pair of shoes if the duty on hides is removed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Who gets that 1 to 3 cents? 
1\lr. W AR~EN. It goes into the pockets of the tanners and 

manufacturers. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought the position- of the Senator, 

as a very earnest protectionist-and I am, · too-is that the 
duty is never under any circvmstances added to the price. 
Admitting that of course it is added to the price, it is a case 
worthy of the serious attention of both the Senator from 
Wyoming and the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. W A.RREN. The vrotective-tariff policy is upon the theory 
that it will protect and raise the price · oftentimes to the pro
ducer, and the best part of it is that generally it does not 
raise the price to the ultimate consumer. There is not in all 
the history of the protective tariff so plain a case as this one is. 
The tariff upon hides has never cost the consumer of shoes or 
leather a penny, and yet it has added to the farmer sufficient to 
enable him to raise the price of hides. He formerly could get 
nothing for them in some of the remote sections of the country. 
It increases his profit and greatly enlarges the number of cattle 
to keep up with the growth of population here. As I said, 
whatever that difference is it is absorbed in between. If the 
Senator thinks the shoe manufacturers are reaping the whole 
benefit he is simply mistaken. . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is to say, it is taken out partly from 
the pockets of the tanner, and in this case it happens to be the 
packers, and it is taken out of the pockets of other manu
facturers. If that were true it would seem strange that the 
packers are the people who are most earnestly demanding a 
tariff on hides. 

Mr. WARREN. There is no packer in the United States 
who has said a word here on the subject or who has made any 
such application. The Senator is mistaken. The packers are 
not here asking for a duty on hides. I challenge the Senator 
to produce any evidence of that kind. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not say that they have come here 
in person. · 

Mr. WARRE.l'l. If the Senator has any idea that anybody is 
·representing them here I ask him to indicate whom. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no; the Senator misunderstands me. 
Mr. WARREN. The packers are not here. All the packers 

have to do is to charge it back to the farmers. 
rilr. BEVERIDGE. I ha-ve heard that argument before. 
Mr. W A.RREN. The consumers of shoes are not here asking 

for removal of this duty; the packers are not here asking for 
it; the farmers are not here asking for it. The only men ask
ing for it are the tanners and manufacturers. 
" Mr. BEVERIDGE. The tanners happen to be the packers, do 
they not, in the largest extent, at the present time? 

Mr. WARREN. To the same extent that 39 tanners are, to a 
thousand and odd tanners who are not packers. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Is it not true that the tanning business 
now shows that the independent tannery concerns are in process 
of rapid absorption by the packers? · Is not that the case? 

l\Ir. W A.RREN. By the Central Leather trust and the Ameri
can Hide and Leather Company. 
· Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not interrupt the Senator from 
Massachusetts further. 

l\.1r. ·LODGE. The packers now take about 7,000,000 hides, 
and tan from 35 to 45 per cent of them themselves. 

Mr. BURKETT. What percentage do I understand the Sen
ator to S!ly that they tan? 

l\Ir. LODGE. A.bout 35-40 per cent of seven million to seven 
million and a half hides. They tan that percentage . . In the 
table of prices which will be printed I merely want to call 
attention to a few of them. To read all these tables would be 
simply confusing. Anyone can trace them down. 

Mr. BURKETT. Before the Senator goes on, has he· stated 
the names of the packers? I have not heard what packers he 
refers to. · 

Mr. LODGE. I have not stated it yet. I will give the names 
of the Chicago packers. They are Armour, Swift, and Morris. 

Mr. DIXON. Has the Senator a list of the packers who are 
engaged in the leather business? 

Mr. LODGE. I am going to gi"rn the list of tanners. Of 
course the Senator knows who they are. 

idr. DIXON. Are there :my packers outside of the Chicago 
puckers interested in tanneries? 

Mr. LODGH I do not know of :::ny. 
Mr. DIXON. As a matter of fact, the whole number of cattle 

slaughtered in Chicago amounts to less. than 3,000,000. head of 
steers as against 17,000,000 hides. A.ll of them go into the 
tanneries. 

l\fr. LODGE. The figures are different in different parts ot 
the country. Chicago and Kansas City take in, as far as I can 
learn, 7,500,000. 

l\fr. DIXON. Not to exceed 5,000,000, I think, from the most 
accurate information. 

Mr. LODGE. I have come to distrust all figures since this 
debate began, not only those of the Senator from Montana but 
my own . . 

Mr. DIXON. When I see the Senator from l\Iassachusetts 
using figures for the purpose of the cause in which he is en
listed this afternoon, I am inclined to distrust all of them. I 
see him joining the ranks of the insurgents in a crusade against 
the cattlemen of this country and the farmers. 

Mr. LODGE. If this is a crusade agairist cattlemen, it is a 
crusade against a large number of them in New England. The 
people who own the cattle of this country do not all live west of 
the Mississippi River. Most of them live east of the Mississippi. 

In 1895, that was before the duty was imposed, the price of 
cattle ranged from $6 to $6.40 per hundredweight. Hides 
ranged from 7! to 13-! cents per pound. 

That includes, of course, a very low period-bad times. In 
1908 the price of cattle per hundredweight ranged from $5.30 
to $6.65, and the average price of the hides was about 16 cents 
per pound. From January 1 to July 1-I take this from the 
Agricultural Department report-the average "Price to July 1, 
1908, steers on the hoof $6.10, hides $11.17. July, 1908, to 
January, 1909, steers on the hoof averaged at $6, only a trifle 
lower than the previous six months, and hides went up to 15.G9 
cents a pound. It seems to me, if the two things go together, 
there ought to have been some corresponding rise in both. 

I am not going into the question of the cost of shoes. The 
cost of shoes has advanced very m~ch. That is owing to the 
ad Yance in the price of hides; but I . am not going to tell the 
Sennte or anybody else that the great advance which has taken 
place in the world's price of hides is owing to a 15 per cent 
duty put on in this country. It is impossible to· tell how much 
effect the duty on hides has had on the cost of a shoe, if any. 
In the exported shoe, the drawback sworn to amounts to about 
2 to 3 cents a pair. On the he.avy workingman's shoe, if they 
were exported, it would amount to 6 or 7 cents. That amount, 
if attributable to the duty, is a serious thing, because the mar
gin of profit is a very small one on boots and shoes. 

GoYernor Douglas is one of the greatest shoe manufacturers 
in the country. He sells _ a $3.50 shoe, I believe it is, in every 
town in the United States, and sells it at the same price every
where, and a $4 shoe; but the shoe which he chiefly sells is the 
$3.50 shoe. He said in a speech that his margin of profit was 
about 6 or 7 cents a pair. 

Mr.· BURKETT. That price has not been raised? 
:Mr. LODGE. No; the Douglas shoe has . not been raised. 

But the heavy workingman's shoe, the one that is made by 
millions in this country, has advanced in price; that is, they 
still sell a $2 shoe, but it is not so good ·a shoe in quality as it 
was. The shoe known as the. kangaroo kip blucher, the heavy 
workingman's shoe, was sold at the factory for 85 cents and was 
retailed for $2. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. . Eighty-five cents? 
Mr. LODGE. The factory price was 85 cents, I think. I shall 

have to verify it. 
Mr. CARTER. What year-1897? 
Mr. LODGE. 1897. 
Mr. CARTER. What is it sold for now? 
Mr. LODGE. I thought that I had here the exact details of 

that price. I have mislaid the details, but it was something like 
85 cents at the factory, $1.35 to the.jobber, and it reached the 
consumer at $2. The price of that shoe has advanced in the 
last twelve years to $2.50. They can not sell it at that price, or 
a . very small number. The people are used to a $2 shoe, and 
the result is that shoe. 

Mr. BURKETT. How much was that shoe raised in price! 
When it was sold at $2, what was the factory price? • 

Mr. L ODGE. The factory price went up to something over 
a dollar, as I remember. I am speaking from memory. I can 
not put my hand on the detail .which I had. · 

· Mr. CARTER. The shoe in question contains not to exceed 
2 pounds of leather a pair, and a tariff of. 15 per cent on the 
hide would not exceed 4 cents. 

Mr. LODGE. It contains 46 ounces of leather by actua' 
. weight. I have the pieces of leather here of that shoe. 

Mr. CARTER. Of course it contains more weight than the 
leather in the shoe. There is certain material aside from the 
leather. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what it is wrapped in. It is only paper. 
There is nothing here but the leather. 
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l\Ir. CARTER. This added weight suggested, I will say to 
the Senator, is not over 5 pounds or 5 cents of duty on the hide. 

Mr. LODGE. I said six. 
l\Ir. CARTER. The shoe has gone up apparently from 85 

cents to $2.50. 
~r. LODGE. No; the Senator wants to be fair. I started 

out by saying I never heard of such a claim as that and that I 
did not think ·it was important. I do not claim that the duty 
did it. I do not believe it at all. . It is obvious on the face of it 
that the fluty has not adnrnced the cost except on boots and 
shoes made of foreign hides. 

l\Ir. CARTER. Does not the Senator contend that there is 
no relation between the selling price and the duty? 

l\Ir. LODGE. I made no argument of that kind. I said I 
was not going into the question of the price of shoes for the 
simple reason that they had advanced, as everyone who has 
looked into it knows, with the advance in hides, but that it was 
impossible to say that the 15 per cent duty had raised the 
general price of hides, which had advanced all O\er the world. 

Mr. DIXON. Will the Senator yield for a question? I am 
much interested in the statement of the prices. I think it 
carries out what the Senator from California earlier in the de
bate called the attention of the country to. I understand that 
the manufacturer gets only 85 cents a pair, and the Senator, I 
understand, says the shoes sell at $2 a pair in the retail stores. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I wish I could find the exact figures. They 
used to retail for $2. 
. Mr. DIXON. An adrnnce of $1.15 over 85 cents, the first 
cost. It is 3 cents a pair on the sole alone. . 

Mr. CARTER. Three cents a pair, at 85 cents. 
l\Ir. DIXON. The only leather in that shoe is in the sole and 

in the heel that pays any duty. 
Mr. LO:PGE. No; the shoe is made almost entirely of duti-

able hide. . 
1\lr. DIXON. Is the Senator ful1y advised on that point? 
Mr. LODGE. I am absolutely certain of it. This whole thing 

was made up as an exhibit. It is made of splits and grain. 
1\lr. DIXON. Sole leather? 
l\Ir. LODGE. Sole leather splits. 
Mr. SCOT'".r. · Of course the Senator from Massachusetts 

knows that they take a heavy hide and in all probability split it 
into three or four splits and make up the shoe. Consequently the 
statement by the Senator from Montana ought to be discounted 
about 2 or 3 cents more. That is one split of at least three. 

Mr. 1\lcLAURIN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachu

setts the price at which he said the shoes in question were sold 
by the manufacturer. 

Mr. LODGE. I was speaking from memory, and I am 
ashamed to say I can not find the details. I only kriow that 
the better shoe was sold at $2, and it is now sold at $2.50. 

.Mr. l\IcLAURIN. What I want to know is what it is sold 
for by the manufacturer? · 

l\Ir. LODGE. If I could find my papers, which have been 
mislaid--

Mr. l\fcLAURIN. Can the Senator give an estimate-approxi
mately? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not want to do that. On a thing like this 
I want to speak accurately. 

Mr. l\IcLAURIN. Something was said about 85 cents by the 
junior Se11ator from Montana [Mr. DIXON]. 

Mr. LODGE. I may have made that too low. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I think so. 
Mr. LODGE. I am ashamed to say that I am unable to find 

those figures, which I had made very carefully. Here how
-ever, . is a statement about what is known as the "b1:ogan." 
Twelve years ago the brogan was sold to the jobber at 85 cents. 
At the present time it is sold to the jobber at $1.20. The re
tailer usually adds 50 cents per pair to the consumer on al1 
kinds of cheap shoes. 

Then comes the satin shoe. The satin shoe costs from $1.20 
to $2 to the jobber. l!'ifty cents must again be added to the 
retailer. That does not give the exact figures on those shoes 

·but it gives them nearly enough. ' 
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in 

answer to what was said by the junior Senator from Montana 
[Mr. DIXON] about shoes being sold by the retailer bearin"' a 
higher profit than some other articles that the retailer sclls. 
For instance, the small ·retailer buys a small lot of shoes, and 
when he sells--

. Mr. LODGE. I have those figures now, 1\Ir. President, if the 
Senator from Mississippi will excuse me. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 
· Mr. LODGE. I have the exact facts as to the shoes in 

question. 
Of what is known as the "kangaroo kip blucher" in 1897 the 

factory price was $1.35, the jobber's price was $1.50 and $1.60, 
aud the retailer's price was $2. In 1908 the factory price of 
that shoe was $1.50 and $l.r>5, and it was retailed from $2.25 
to $2.50. But there is comparatively no demand for that style 
of shoe. The old brogan, about which I just spoke, has also 
been given up. 

The modern leather shoe is the "creedmoor," so called. For 
the Creedmoor boot the factory price was from 85 to 90 cents 
in 1897. Now it is $1.35. The retuil price in 1897 'vas $1.25. 
Now it is $2. That gives the advance. Those ad·rnnces, l\Ir. 
President-·-

Mr. McLAURIN. There is nothing in that which shows any 
extortion on the part of the retailer. 

l\Ir. LODGE. There is a duty of 15 per cent on hides, of 
com·se, and it is stated that it takes at least 3 feet of stock to 
make a "blucher." -

Mr. CURTIS. l\Ir. Presidei;it, may I ask the Senator a ques
tion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from l\Iass·achu
setts yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 
l\Ir. CURTIS. I understand the shoe the Senator exllibite<l 

is made up entirely of dutiable leather? 
Mr. LODGE. Practical1y all. 
l\Ir. CURTIS. There are a large number of shoes made in 

which there is just a small amount of dutiable leather, are 
there not? 

1\lr. LODGE. Some are made in wWch there is none; somo 
are made in which there.is nothing but sole leather. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is what I mean. The amount of dutia
ble leather used runs from 2 to 6 cents in a pair of shoes. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; as nearly as 1 can calculate; that is, the 
2 to 6 cents represents the duty on the leather and not the 
whole value of the leather. 

Mr. DIXON. .!\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield .to the Senator from Montana? 
l\Ir. LODGE. I do. 
Mr. DIXON. .Has the Senator from Mas achusetts any 

figure showing an increase of the cost of shoes from 1907 to 
the present time in the class of shoes that have no leather made 
from the hide which carries a duty? 

Mr. LODGE. I have not; but I have no question--
Mr. DIXON. I ask the Senator in fairness, do not those 

shoes show the same increase as those which have a sole made 
from dutiable hide? 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator will believe that I am not 
trying to say anything which I do not believe. I am trying to 
be intellectual1y honest, at least, and I believe that the shoes 
not having dutiable hides ·have advanced practically as much as 
the other~ so far as I can tell. I may be wrong; but I belie--ve 
that to be the .case. So far as that goes, my point i that it is a 
needless burden on the manufacturer. 

But, Mr. President, I have taken much more time than I 
meant to take. I want to say only a few words more in con
clusion. I have spoken thus far about the shoe manufacturers. 
I wish now to say a word about the tanners. It is the tanners 
whQ are most seriously hurt. Their industry is very greatly 
affected. There is no doubt in my mind that there are a thou
sand tanneries scattered around the country which are being 
gradually extinguished by the packers, and that movement is 
progressing. I have here a list of the tanneries which have been 
taken r>0ssession of by the Chicago packers alone, and it shows a 
total of over 30 tanneries in 11 different States. I think they nre 
going to put the independent tanners out of business. I think 
the two combinations in leather, the American and the United 
States leather companies, are bound to enter into combination 
with or be absorbed by the packers. I believe, in short, that the 
entire tanning business is destined to fall into the hands of the 
packers, and under ·one great concern. 

Mr. WARREN. l\Iay I ask the Senator a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
l\fr. LODGE. Yes. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator's figures about the meat trust 

and the 30 tanneries in 11 States I shall not deny, but will he 
·tell us, if he knows, how many tanneries have been absorbed by 
each of the great trusts or combinations-the American Hide 
and Leather Company, and the United States Company, or 
Central Leather Company? 
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l\:lr. LODGE. I do not know how many there are, Mr.' Presi
dent; but it would only strengthen my argument if I knew that 
all the rest were in those trusts. 

Mr. WARREN. Perhaps I ought to say, then, that the testi
mony of the president or of the secretary of the American Hide 
and Leather Company was that there were over 100 tanneries 
in that combination; and the best evidence that I can get re
garding the Central Leather Company is that it has absorbed 
somewhere between one and two hundred; but even adding 
those together there is a very large number of tanneries outside. 

Mr. LODGE. 'l'here are over 700 independent tanneries, 
roughly speaking. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Massachusetts will admit 
that this outcry against the meat trust is largely instigated by 
the Central Leather and American Hide companies. 

Mr. LODGE. I know nothing of the Central Leather Com
pany. I have not seen a member of it, I do not know anybody 
connected with it, and I have not been instigated against the 
Chicago meat trust by them or by anybody else. It requires no 
instigation for any thoughtful man to regard that combination 
or trust at Chicago with hostility. I am not a friend to trusts 
anywher~ nor do I pose as their especial enemy; but this is a 
combination which has been dealing in the food products of 
the people; the very things they eat and live upon; and we 
know what was done when we passed the meat-inspection bill; 
we know what an exhibition was then made as to the condi
tions in those yards in Chicago. It has been renewed again 
within a few days. Men who will tamper with the food supply 
of the people; who will resist to the utmost the attempt to put 
a date upon a can, showing when the article was put irito it, 
are not men whom I, for one, need any instigation from · any
body to oppose; and when I see a great industry passing help
lessly into their hands, I should like to do anything in my 
power to stop it. . 

There are in the other two trusts 100 or 150 other tanneries. 
There are 700 independent tanneries in the country. You get 
them all into three great combinations, and how long will it be 
before they will all be under one head? 

Mr. President, there is the real mischief in this thing. The 
packers are getting more and more control of the hides. They 
are not only taking their own. by-product, but they are sending 
out their buyers to get what are known as the "country hides." 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question?· 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu
setts yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 
Mr. w ARREN. Will free hides prevent their buyers going 

to South America or to any other country to buy hides and tan 
them as they are now doing? 

Mr. LODGE. It will make it more difficult for them to do 
so. It is a bigger market for tliem to get control of. I do not 
mean to say that this syndicate can not get control of all the 
products of the world. It has been done by other syndicates, 
foreign and domestic. There are other syndicates, like the 
match trust, which has taken possession of the entire match 
production of the world. I do not mean to say that this trust 
could not do the same, but I do say that by our action we are 
helping this along. 

I do not think, in fact !)mow, that there is no more complete 
fallacy in the world than the proPosition that the duty is added 
to the cost of the protected article. In many cases that does 
not happen at all; in most cases it does not happen, and a mere 
glance at the price table will show it. There are hundreds of 
cases where it does not happen, because we can fill our own 
market and make our own prices here. -

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] stated on this 
:floor the other day, with perfect accuracy, that as we had to buy 
300,000 tons of foreign sugar, duty paid, all the rest of the sugar 
met that price in New York and got that price. This must al
ways be the case when you are obliged to · bring in a foreign 
article in order to meet the home demand. That is why I elab
orated the point, perhaps to tedium, that we did not produce 
enough hides, and that there is no prospect of our doing so. We 
have to import them for our own use, and the 700 different in
dependent tanneries know what that means, for otherwise they 
have to buy hides of their competitors. So, too, the sole leather 
trust have to buy of their competitors; but they can take care 
of themselves. · 

Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President~~ 
1 The VICE-PRESIDE~T. Does the Senator from Mas achu· 
setts yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

l\1r. LODGE. I do. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not like to disturb the Senator from 

l\In sachu etts--
Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, we have a number of small 
shoe factories in Iowa, and I have been making an honest
effort to get at the real state of this case. Ilas the Senator 
from Massachusetts any information that will enable him to 
state whether the shoe manufacturers of the United States deal 
directly with the tanners for their material? 

Mr. LODGE. I so understand. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I have noticed in every shoe factory I 

have visited great bales of sole leather cut into the form of 
soles and boxes of heels already manufactured, and I have 
wondered how many shoe factories there are in the United 
States which manufacture their own forms, including soles and 
heels. · 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, l know from my own observa
tion near my own home that different parts of the shoes are 
made very often by themselves. A company will make soles 
or some one part of a shoe, but, as a rule, most of the factories 
make the shoe from the beginning to the end, and, whatever 
they are making they all buy from the tanner. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The shoe manufacturers that have pre
sented their cases to me claim that the farmers are deprived 
of the advantage of the duty on hides on account of the beef 
trust. 

Mr. LODGE. That is my honest belief. 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. And I have. asked them how the shoe man

ufacturers managed to escape the clutches of this leather trust 
that they buy of; in other words, whether a farmer is not about 
as likely to be as able to handle the beef trust as the shoe 
manufacturers are to handle the leather trust, especially the' 
sole leather trust, which seems to be almost a monopoly. 

Mr. LODGE. Hardly that. As the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] says-and I have no doubt he is correct-there 
are two, the American and the United States leather companiest 
and they control between them, I suppose, about 250 tanneries. 

Mr. WARREN. The holding company is the Central Leather 
Company, which absorbed the United States Leather Company 
and various others; so that now there are the Central Leather 
Company and the American Hide and Leather Company. 

Mr. LODGE. Those two control about 250 tanneries, as I 
understand. I have been informed that their money is made 
because they are the owners of large amounts of bark land, and 
the bark necessary for tanning is getting very scarce. That is 
the reason we are using so many extracts. : 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What bothers me is whether the shoe fac
tories would not be just as likely to be robbed by those people 
as the cattlemen are to be robbed by the beef trust. 

Mr. LODGE. I can only say that the manufacturers and the 
tanners stand together against the duty on hides. 

l\ir. DOLLIVER. And yet, between the Shoe manufacturer 
and the tanners stands the man manufacturing vamps, forms, 
and soles. 

Mr. LODGE. With us they are all classed as boot and shoe 
manufacturers. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly, but while the boot and shoe manu
facturers only get a nominal duty, the manufacturer of sole 
leather under this bill gets 5 per cent and the manufacturer of 
sole-s cut into shape gett; 40 per cent, which seems to me---

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I am correct about that. I notice 

that in paragraph 448 sole leather is made dutiable at 5 per 
centum ad valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, 5 per cent. That is right. The Senator 
does not think 5 per cent is very high, does he? . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But I notice in line 21 of the same para
graph the following : 

Provided, That leather cut into shoe uppe1·s or vamps or other forms, 
suitable for conversion into manufactured articles, and gauffre leather, 
shall be classified as manufactures of leather and pay du ty accordingly. 

I find as to manufactures of leather, including--
Bags{ baskets, belts, satchels, ca rd cases, pocketbooks, jewel boxes, 

portfol os, and other boxes and cases, made wholly of or in chief value 
of leather, not jewelry, and manufa ct ures of leather , or of which leather 
is the component materia l of chief value, not specially provided for in 
this section, 40 per centum ad valorem. 

I should like to understand how sole leather cut into shape, 
heels manufactured into form, and uppers and vamps stand in 
this bill with a duty of 40 per cent on them, when the leathe~ 
out of which they are made is only taxed 5' per cent? 

Mr. LODGE. To tell the truth my mind wn:s entirely occu
pied with the question of the duty on h ides. I have given little 
or no examination to this, except to the que tion o:f japanned 
and patent leathers, which are in the dutiable paragraph. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I felt consh·ained to write my shoe manu
facture1·s that they ought to examine that parnaraph as well afl 
the hide paragraph. 

Mr. LODGE. Forty per cent does not correspond with u pe1· 
cent on sole leathers. 
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Mr. W ARRIDN. Will the Senator permit a question? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. I should like the Senator's statement as to 

how he \iews the exports. I am inclined to think he will admit 
that we are exporting far more leather in shoes and in leather 
products than we are importing in dutiable hides. 

l\Ir. LODGE. The importation of hides is very easily ob
tained. We exported in 1907 31,900,868 pounds of sole. leather 
and 31,189,897 pounds in 1908, valued at $7,024,313 in 1907 and 
$6,593,950 in 1908. 

Mr. WARREN. I think drawbacks were allowed on those 
importations. I want to say to the Senator--

Mr. LODGE. Drawbacks amounting in 1907 to $955,456, and 
$889,942 in 1908. 

Mr.WARREN. The Senator made the observation that '\'ie are 
not making leather enough to meet the demands of our own people. 

Mr. LODGE. We are not. That is perfectly obvious from 
these figures. · 

l\fr. WARREN. I differ with the Senator's proposition that 
we are the loser in the balance as to the duty. What I say is 
that the hides we are raising and those we are importing free 
of duty leave no ·room for introducing any dutiable hides as to 
total amount of leather for our own consumption, and that they 
are imported for the purpose of tanning in our country and are 
then exported, together with great quantities of boots and shoes, 
which consume vast quantities of leather. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we imported over $3,000,000 of 
dutiable hides and we exported under all forms last year 
$889,000 ; in other words, we retained over $2,000,000 worth of 
hides in the country. Mr. President, I ask to have printed at 
the end of my speech the statement that I made in regard to 
the wage-earners, together with a letter from Mr. Hanan, presi
dent of the Boot and Shoe Manufacturers' Association, so that 
Senators may see what the shoe industry has to contend with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter will 
be printed in the REOORD, as requested by the Senator. 

[The matter referred to will be found at the end of Mr. 
LoDGE's speech, marked "Appendix."] 

Mr. LODGE. I desire now to conclude as soon as possible. 
I was interrupted when I was speaking about the question of 
independent tanneries. It is the independent tanneries that I 
have particularly at heart. I think that, if anything can be 
done to save them from extinction, it will be of great benefit 
not only to that industry, but to the farmers of the country, 
among whom they are now scattered and of whom they buy 
in .competition. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] who 
interrupted me a moment ago, said in his first speech on the 
cotton industry: 

Therefore I think we ought to take these great materials that lie 
at the basis of our productive industries, which are monopolized by 
corporations organized for that purpose, and give to the young men 
of the United States in the next generation a free hand in these mat
ters. It is not possible that all our iron and steel is to be made by 
one corporation. It is not fair to the next generation, a.nd it is no 
improvement on the business methods of the past. It is not right that 
any great department of industry should be ·brought into one hand, 
whether individual or corporate, and therefore I should like to have 
the Senate study the question of putting within reach of the young 
men of the United States these great resources, and say to them " go 
into these enterprises, and wherever you find yourselves constralned 
in the purchase of your material we· will give you relief," so that in 
no generation shall it be said that a single corporation owns and con
trols the basic materials that underlie the industries of the American 
people. 

I received a letter, Mr. President, from a gentleman who 
has been all his life in the business of tanning, and who is a 
very intelligent man. I will not delay the Senate by reading 
the letter except one paragraph, which interested me because it 
seemed to show with some force the point to which the Senator 
from Iowa alluded .: 

:Personally, it makes but little difference to me. I have done my 
hard work in the tanning business. I am working for the young 
men who, with me, love the tanning industry, who are at present 
engaged in it, and the young men now coming on at 20 years of age, 
who may have a great opportunity for usefulness and success, provided 
they can have a fair chance at the hands of our Government. 

I ask to have printed the portions of the letter which I have 
marked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per
mission is granted. 

The portions of the letter ref erred to are as follows : 

Hon. HENRY CABOT LoDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 

76 SOUTH STREET, BOSTON, 
March SO, 1909. 

DEAR Sm: The boot, shoe, and leather trade in the United States ls 
now in jeopardy over the taritr bill in Washington. • • • Only 
one condition can change this fact, and that is, that the Government 
give us free hides. The meat trust are now protected with a 15 per 
cent advantage OVJlr the rest of the world in disposing of their hides. 
No other country taxes raw hides. · · · 

There was no tanning done in the United States by the packers or 
meat trust until 1897, when they first got the duty on hides. From 
that day up to this they have each day and year made the most of 
their advantagl!S, until now their names are the most prominent in the 
tanning business in the States. Following their advantage in tanning, 
natural conclusions will be that they will take up the manufacturing 
of shoes, and shoe and leather machinery, for-ming a combination that 
will make the steel trust look small. 

The meat trust the past year have added new tanning plants all 
over the country and are tanning a very large share of the hides they 
produce. This is entirely new in the history of the business. They 
formerly sold these hides entirely to the independent tanners and the 
United States Leather Company. They also have opened hide depots· 
in several large cities for the purpose of purchasing the hides called 
" country hides " to help sustain the value of what is called the " packer 
hide." This is done by their subsidiary compai:i.ies. 

Tanners and shoe manufacturers in the United States are thoroughly 
aroused under these conditions on the question of free hides. • * • 

Fathers having boys coming up, of the age of going into business, 
expect to put their sons in the shoe and leather business all over the 
United States. During the past twenty-five years it has been second to 
none for young men both engaged in working out their future in the 
shoe business, tanning business, and shoe manufacturing, in all the dif
ferent departments. You will realize how much of a chance our people 
are going to have to put their sons into this business, if it ls carried on 
as a monopoly. It will simply become a place for rich men's sons at 
the head of different departments, with large salaries, where training 
does not count. 

* * * * * • * 
The writer has been in the tanning business for thirty years and 

speaks from knowledge. If the duty is kept on the packers or meat 
trust will gain great advantage, leading up to & control in the fol·· 
lowing commodities : 

Control of all the hide business in the United States. 
Control of all the. tanning business in the United States. 
Control of all the meat business in the United States. 
Possible control of the shoe business in the United States. 
Possible and probable control of all the shoe machinery business 

connected with leather and tanning. 
Possible and probable control of all the glue business. 
Possible and probable control o! all the soap business. 
Contrary, i! we should have free hides, the independent tanners, who 

are trained in tanning and shoe making, will continue in control of 
the tanning and shoe business, in place of being a small minority. 

* * • * * * * 
We can not go on in the business and purchase our raw material 

hides, as we are now being forced to do, under this tari1f of the 
packers, as they are our competitors, and they will not sell us at fair 
prices as they wish to do the business themselves, unless they can do 
so at prices at which we can not afford to operate. They make a price 
and say i! you do not wish to buy we will tan the hides ourselves. Our 
only alternative is free hides in the world like other countries enjoy. 
Give the independent tanners what the rest of the world has and we 
will beat the world with our economies and skill, making cheaper 
leather and cheaper shoes, making for lower values of all the allied 
interests, for which the people will receive the benefit. In other words 
we must have free hides to do this. If we can not have them, we must 
f~~ i~fd~f the way and let our favored competitors, the. packers, have 

We want free hides; all the rest of the world have them: Statis
tics show this country has not enough hides of our own, therefore we 
must import them for necessities. The West are clamoring for a duty 
for the benefit of the farmer. We are satisfied that this is directed by 
the meat trust and the middlemen who get the benefit of high-priced 
hides, and get the benefit of government protection oTer all the other 
people In the world. Meat has changed in value on the hoof scarcely 
perceptible since the tariff of 1897. Hides changed 25 to 75 per cent 
owing to the manipulation of the middlem.en and trust, whereas they 
have bought their beef through the same manipulation at practically the 
same prices on the hoof from the farmer for twelve years. 

The average farmer in the United States kills for his farm two to 
three cattle per year, the amount growing less each year owing to the 
packers locating in their States with their refrigerator plants, taking 
the place of the old slaughtering houses of the farmer, and to-day the 
farmer is not a slaughterer in any sense, that business being done by 
the packer. 

Has the ways and Means Committee had before them a delegation 
of actual western farmers? Have they been examined as to how many 
cattle they kill per year, and what actual benefits really accrue to them 
from that average kill? I think not. 

Has the Chicago packer appeared in person? I think not. Why not? 
An intelligent cross-examination of the farmer, middleman, and packer, 
such as was given to the shoe and leather delegation in Washington, 
would bring this fact out plainly, namely, that the advantage in the 
duty goes to the packer and middleman, and that the ·farmers' position 
is number three, and a very small percentage at that. In connection 
with this sympathy in the West it is worth noting that the Chica&"o 
packers alone employ thousands of men for omce work only, and their 
influence is felt throughout the Western States. 

On the opposite side of the question if we had free hides the tanner 
could make this leather cheaper, as his competitlen forces him to sell 
bis leather to the shoe manufacturer at a moderate profit over the cost, 
the shoe manufacturer in turn sells to the retailer under the same 
conditions, therefore the farmer does actually and will get a benefit 
on every pair of shoes he and his family consume. This is also true 
on trunks, dress-suit cases, furniture, harness, and other commodities 
into which leather goes. 

In my mind this competition of the independent tanners and shoe 
manufacturers will benefit the farmer and all other people purchasing 
these necessities. However, if the meat people secure a control in 
the business it is well known that their policy is for large profits, and 
will make for materially higher prices for boots and shoes, etc.

1 
which 

in itself a.lone is enough to overcome the benefit of the duty on h des. 
At present, two years out of three we can not sell abroad as the 

packers keep our raw material prohibitive in prices. Above a certain 
point we can not send any leather abroad, that is, if the value ls high, 
we can not ship; they have substitutes. 

* • • • • • • 
Personally, it makes but little difference to me; I have done my hard 

work in the tanning business ; I am working for the young men, who 
with me, love the tanning industry, who are at present engaged in it, 
and the young men now coming on at twenty years of age, who may 
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have a great opportnnity for usefulness and success, provided they 
can have n fair chance at the hands of our Government. 

* .. • • • • 
The ta.oner is absolutely honest in his proposltion regarding the tan

ning busine s and its e!f'ect upon the people regarding the industry. 
• * • • • • • 

Very truly yours, 

Dictated by E. W. C. 

ELISHA w. Co:rrn;l, 
8wampgc-0tt, Mass. 

:fr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is because I think that the 
independent tanners will be put out of existence, arid that to 
give them n opportunity in the world's markets would save the 
industry from the course on which it is now traveling, that I 
feel a great and especial interest in this schedule. If I believed 
that this duty went into the pockets of the farmers I should 
hesitate very long before I took this position, but I have never 
been satis:fi.ed that it did. _ In fact, I honestly believe that it 
does not; that, if it exists, it is absorbed elsewhere. For tha.t 
reason, Mr. President, I have done what I was very relm::tant to 
do-made up my mind to oppose the recommendation of the 
Finance Committee. 

:Kow, I want to say a word on a subject not especially related 
to that which I have been discussing. 

Mr. McCUl\J:BER. Before the Senator leaves thls subject, 
will he allow me to ask him a questi~:n? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUi\IBER. If I understand the Sem1tor correctly, he 

wants to presei-ve the interests of the independent tannei·s by 
lowering the price of the raw material itself? 

1\Ir. LODGE. No, Mr. President, I do not think--
Mr. McCUMBER. Let me ask how will they be protected 

or how would their interest be better subserv-e~ unless the 
etfect of H i t-0 make the price of hides lower? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think it is going to a.tieet the price 
of hides. The advantage to them will be that they will no 
longer be at the mercy of the packers, who control the hide . 

Mr. McCUM.BE.R. That is just the question I wanted to ask. 
Mr. LODGE. If the packers will not sell their hides at a 

reasonable m-arket price, they will h.ave somewhere el e to buy. 
They would rather buy the domestic hides. They a.re much 
better. 

Mr. MtJCUMBER. As a matter of fact. have nDt the tanners 
free access to the markets of the United States, to hides aggre
gn ting ab-0ut 73 per cent of the total production in: the United 
States-that is, the hides that are not produced by the trusts? 
And in addition to that we imported, I notice, in 1907, 134,.671,000 
pounds of dutiable hides and 120,770,-000 pounds-of mmrlutiabte 
hides, or 225,441,000 in round numbers. 

What is to prevent the tanners of the ·Country purchasing 
all of tho e hides it they pay the price for. them? Certah1Iy 
the trust has not a. monopoly upon the hfdes that a.re imported. 
The trust has not a mon-0poly upon the 73 per cent of hides in 
the United States that a.re not controUed by the packers; and 
with all of tha-t to dra from, I confe s I can not under tand 
why the tanner have not an <>pen field for the purffiase -Qf their 
products, nor can I understand how they will be benefited only 
to the extent that taking off the duties lowers the value of the 
product. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
i>ermit me to give an illustration,. in answering the query of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 

1\Ir-. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It shows how the tanners would be 

benefited, regardless of the price, and. that is the question the 
Senator raised. I give the illustraUon given me some days 
ago by a Senator whom I do not n-0w see on the floor, or I know 
he would give it himself. It is something that came under his 
own observation. 

There is an old-established tannery in his State, and u very 
large one. The man now running it had been. preceded. in the 
same bnsine s by his father, who established it. He found in 
the process of the business that he was compelled to go to the 
packers for his hides. For some reason or other-perhaps the 
price of hides or something or other-he determined he would 
pick up his hides in this market to whicn the Senator fl'om 
North Dakota refers a being open to him. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Why did he not go to the Argentin~ for 
bis bides? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Allow me for a moment. I am telling 
what happened. A fact is better than even the Senator' 
excellent logic. For two years he did that. He had the 
greatest difficulty in getting hides to tan. He was finally put 
to su-ch straits to get them that he concluded. that, afte-r all, it 
would be better fo buy them from the packers. He went back 
to the selling agent of the packers from whom he had purc.hn<::"ed 
these hides and who was a good personal friend of his and 
proposed to purchase the hides as of old. 

The agent of the packers who sold the hides said: " Where 
have you been getting your hides in the last two years?" "Oh," 
he, said, "I have just been picking them up here and there." 
The agent of the packers said," Well, you had better continue to 
pick them up here and there," and declined to sell him the hides 
because he had dared to go out in this open market of which the· 
Senator trom North Dakota speaks. He quit that open market 
and went back to the packers as a business proposition, because 
he found it difficult, almost impossible, to get his hides there, 
and yet I understood from the Senator who told me very 
graphically this incident within his own personal observation, 
that that man, who was running a tannery established by hi· 
father and which had been growing constantly up to two years 
ago, has now concluded to quit the business, utterly driven out 
of it l>Y being at the 'mercy of the packers, who sell him or do 
not sell him, just as they see fit. That is a fact. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to close, and I have a 
few words, not directly connected with hides, which I wish to 
say before I take my seat.. 

To the best of my ability I have tried to state the case for 
these great leather industries which extend into almost every 
part of the Union and which are so important, not only to 
tho e engaged in them, but to the great body of the American 
people who use and consume their product. Yet, despite the 
fact of the Wide dispersion of -these indumries, I am fully 
aware that to my part of th-e country, and partie11larly to my 
own State, they are of especial moment. It would be hypocrisy 
to say that I am not influenced by the interests of my State 
and of ew England. I not only am~ but I should be unw<>rthy 
to it he-re if I were not profoundly interested in all that con
cern the welfare of Massachusetts. I may add that I have 

· not observed, in an experien~e of five ta.rm revisions, that a y 
Representative or Senator was insensible to the -wi hes and 
hopes of his own State. Each one of us adeavor to do ill 
that be possibly and h-0nestly can for the interests of the people 
whom he immediately represents. He would be unfit for Ws 
trust if b·e did not do so. At the same time I have endeavored 
in all my dealings with the tariff to give to every part of the 
country the same consid ation which I demanded for my own. 
In every ta·riff bill for which I have voted, and in this bill, for 
which I intend to votl:!, there are many items which I should 
oppose if I was willing to govern myself solely by local or 
selfi h motives, but I have always felt that if we were to have 
protection it must tre given to every person and every indu try 
which <!onld show a fair title to encouragement, and that if 
we were to have a f~ade tariff it must be free trade for 
e"'erybody ~ In that specious and el.astic formula of a n tariff 
for revenue only," which in essence means the protection you 
want for your own industry and free trade for your neighbor 
whose vroducts y.on buy, I have neither belief nor sympathy. 
The one tariff hich is certainly wrong and bad is the tariff 
which gives :free trade to one man and protection to another 
when both are equally entitled either to protection or to free 
trade. Therefore, Mr. President, in view of my consistent atti
tude on this question,. in view of the many votes which I have 
given and which I hall shortly give on ta.rift' questions, I think 
I may say that, although I am wedded to the interests of my 
State, r endeavor not to be unduly biased by them to the 
injm·y of any -Other State. I certainly am not in the position 
I have taken in regard to hides, as I have repeatedly said. 

In the course of the discussion aroused by this revision of the 
tariff a good deal has been said about New England; some at
tacks have been made upon that portion of our common coun
try, and it has been charged that she has had an undue influence 
in tariff legislation. The rule of seniority has always been 
wisely and pretty strictly applied in the Senate of the United 
States, and if of the seven Senators _longest in the service fh·e 
are from. New England that is merely an evidence of her good 
fortune, to which all other sections of the country can attain if 
they follow her example. I am proud to say that New England 
has always had a large influence in the legislation and the ad.min~ 
istration of the Government of the United States, but that that 
influence bas been undue or improper, or has been willfully exer
ci ed to the injury of any other section of the country I wholly 
deny. We of New England know that the welfare of California, 
the development of her industries, and the exclu ion of Asiatic 
competition from her coast are as important to us as they are 
to her, and to all that great and noble region of our country. 
We know that the prosperity of Kansas and .r 1 bra ka, and of 
all the great wheat-raising and corn-gro ing tates of the 
We t is vital to our pro perity. We feel more keenly, perhaps, 
than any other part of the country the importance of steady 
and wi'despread prosperity throughout the South, for on her 
«reat stap~ our largest industry depends. • We have long 
since learned the lesson that onr own prosperity is indis-
solubly bound up with ttlat of an parts of our common coun-
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try. All we ask is that the same feeling should be returned 
to us, and that our brethren of the other States should 
irealize that in the East and in New England they find 
their best market, their best customers, and a great deal of 
the capital which they need for their own development. Our 
New England States are old in settlement and small in area, 
but voting is done by men and not by acres. We have 41 elec
toral votes which could ill be spared either by the Republican 
party or the cause of protection. We do not differ in our inter
ests, our population, or our industries from the Middle 
Atlantic States. New York has 39 electoral votes, New Jersey 
has 12, Pennsylvania has 34, and Delaware has 3. It is need
less to say that west of New York are also great industrial 
and manufacturing States reaching to the Mississippi and be
yond and presenting large areas made prosperous by industries 
vitally concerned in the maintenance of the protective tariff. 
But to those 10 Eastern States which I have mentioned, and 
which are nearly identical in interest, I would call special at
tention as an example. They are old in settlement, I repeat, 
small in area compared to the rest of the cormtry, but they cast 
129 electoral votes, too large a number to be overlooked, too 
important in deciding the fate of government and parties to be 
lightly accused of undue influence. Nor are the Eastern States 
retrograding in population. At each of the last cenSllses Massa
chusetts gained a Congressman and the same is true of Penn
sylvania and New York. 

l\1r. KEAN. And New Jersey also. 
l\1r. LODGE. And New Jersey. 
There are a good many States in the Union, and some of 

them much younger than we a.re, which can not furnish this 
proof of steady and healthy growth. · 

We recognize the enormous debt we owe to the Union of 
States, but I do not think that w~ have ever sh~unk from bear
ing our part of the burdens of the Nation. Concord and Lex
ington and Bunker Hill are our enduring monuments of the 
Revolution. In the hours of the darkest trial Massachusetts 
sent more than her quota--0ver 150,000 men-into the armies 
of the Union. We had no slaves to leave behind to carry on the 
work of the community, and yet that work went steadily for
ward all through the days of war, although one man of military 
age in every two went to the front. I do not mention this to 
arrogate to my State any peculiar distinction in patriotism, but 
~erely to show that :we have always been ready to do our share 
and more than our share when the country called upon us. 
Our States of New England are small in area and rich in nat
ural beauty, but poor in natural wealth. We have no minerals, 
no vast tracts of fertile land. We have a severe climate, and 
the possibilities of our agriculture are 1imited by. our northern 
temperature. Except for the power of our rivers and the for
ests of Maine, nature has conferred upon us no gifts which in 
themselves mean wealth and ease and prosperity. The one 
thing due to nature which can not be taken from us by more 
favored regions is our seacoast with .its harbors. From the sea 
the ·New England colonies drew their wealth. Starting with the 
fisheries, the New England whalers, merchants, and sea captains 
pushed their commerce and bore their flag into every quarter of 
the globe. The embargoes, nonintercourse acts, and the war of 
1812 fell with crushing effect upon New England and drove her 
seamen from the deck and the wharf to the farm and the fac
tory. Despite all this, the tariff of 1816, carried under the 
leadership of Calhoun and the brilliant group of men who had 
come into Congress .before the war, found New England still a 
commercial community, in the main a seafaring people,. chiefly 
dependent on foreign b·ade and adverse to protective duties. 
Daniel Webster spoke against those .duties, but the protective 
policy founded by Hamilton was too strong to be resisted, and 
New England adapted herself to the new policies which she had 
not forced upon the country, as she had already done to her 
hard natural conditions, and Webster became the great cham
pion of protection. 

In 1828, when the famous tariff bill of that year was before 
the Senate, Mr. Webster made a speech explaining his change 
of position. Ile said : 

New England, sir, has not been a leader in this policy. On the 
contrary, she held back herself and tried to hold others back from it, 
from the adoption of the Constitution to 1824. Up to 1824 she was 
accused of sinister and selfish designs, because she discountenanced 
the progress of this policy. • • • Under this angry denunciation 
against her t he act of 1824 passed. Now the imputa tion. is of a 
precisely oppos i te character. * * • Both charges, sir, a re equally 
without the slightest foundation. The opinion of New Elngland up 
to 1824 was founded in the conviction that, on the whole,. it was 
wisest and bes t, both for herself and others, that manufactures should 
make haste slowly. • • • When, at the commencement of fhe 
late war, duties were doubled, we were told that we should find a 
mitigation of t he weight of taxation in the new aid and succor wWch 
}V'OUld thus be afforded to our own manufacturing labor. Like argu
ments were urged, and prevailed, but not by the aid of New England 
votes, when the tariff was afterwards arranged at the close ot the 
war in 1816. Finally, after a winter's d~liber.ation, the act of 1824 

received the sanction. of both Houses of Congress and settled the 
policy of the country. What, then, was New England to do? Was 
she to hold out forever against the course of the Government, and 
eee herself losing on one side and yet make no effort to sustain her• 
self on. the other? No, sir. Nothing was left to New England but to 
conform herselt to the wUl of others. Nothing was left to her but 
to consider that the Government had fixed and determined Its own 
policy; and that pollcy was protection. I believe, sir, almost every 
man from New England who voted against the law of 1824 declared 
that if, notwttlrstanding his opposition to that la.w, it should st!ll 
pass, there would be no alternative but to consider the course and 
policy of the Government as then settled and fixed, and to act 
accordlngly. The law did pass; and a vast increase of investment in 
manufacturing establishments was the consequence. 

I can add nothing to that lucid statement of the foundation 
of our protective policy and of the attitude of New England in 
regard to it. 

There was one law and one policy for the whole country. 
Every State could avail itself of it. New England made the 
best of the situation. That was all, and it does not become those 
who declined to take advantage of what was common to all to 
censure New Eng}.and for doing so. That protective policy has 
continued with fiuctuatlons but always proteetlve down to the 
present time. The only industry tO' which protection has nevet' 
been extended is that of the shipowner, which was peculiarly 
a New England interest in the old days and owing to om: refusal 
to protect that industry it has. now disappeared from the face 
of the waters. Driven from the ocean, we of New England 
deserve praise, not blame, that we have turned with undimin
ished courage to a new gcene and won prosperity on the lane!. 

Thus shut out from her natural element, the whole energy 
of New England went into manufactures, and we have built up 
great industries and made populous and thriving States. The 
State- I represent in paxt is, with four exceptions, the smallest 
in the Union. Fifth from the bottom of the list in area, we 
are seventh in population. Fifth from. the bottom of the list 
in area, we a.re first in cotton textiles and in boots and shoeg. 
We are one of the great woolen-making Statesr In 1905 our 
manufacturing production was over a billion · dollars in value, 
and of that billion dollars small industries, with capital aver
aging not ove"L" a million dollars, produced in. the aggregate over 
three hundred millions. With the exception of New York, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania, there is no State which has such a 
variety of industries. Four years ago there were over four 
hundred and eighty-eight thousand people employed in our 
industries, as operatives, which means, probably, at least a miI
lion and a half who drew their living directly from the wages 
paid; while of the remaining million and a half or more of our 
population, a very large proportion were directly or indirectly 
supported and sustained by the industries o:t the State. We· paid 
out two hundred and seventy-two millions in wages and salaries 
in 1905. The capital invested was nine hundred and sixty-five 
million; the number of establishments nearly eleven thousand; 
the value of the stock six hundred and twenty million; arul the 
value of the goods one billion one hundred and twenty-four mil
lions. These Massachusetts operatives and workingmen and 
women have put over seven hundred millions into the savings 
banks of the State. It is all their money, for the average de~ 
posit is only $125, and the law prevents a larger deposit than 
$1,000 by any one person. It is their bard-earned money which 
has gone out to help in the building of railroads and the con
struction of public improvements in the newer States. 

Do you not think that it Is in the common interest of the 
entire Union that the wages of these thrifty, hard-working 
people should be maintained and that their opportunities of 
employment should be . enlarged and not diminished? In my 
own lifetime I have seen the city of Lynn at my own doors 
grow from a country town into a great city of 80,000 people, 
built up on this single industry of boots and shoes of which 
she sends annually millions into the markets of the world. I 
have seen Brockton and Haverhill become great centers of the 
same industry and cities rise where villages stood before. 
Salem, once the home of the East India trade, whose ships 
clove the waters of every sea., deprived of her commerce has 
found a: new life and a new prosperity in the leather industries 
which now fill her streets with an active, growing population 
who rejoice in her traditions, preserve the beautiful old houses 
of her merchants, and hold as conseerated the places which 
were touched and inimortalized by the genius of Hawthorne. 
Far from coal and iron mines, Worcester has risen to be a 
great city and is to-day one of the centers of: the metal industry. 
New Bedford, built up by whaling, and whose hardy seamen, 
penetrating in pursuit of their prey to the frozen regions of 
the poles, drew forth the eloquence of Edmund Burke, turned 
from the sea where a harvest could no longer be gathered 
and has become one of the leaders in making cotton goods. 
Fall River and Lowell and Lawrence are the great exemplars 
of what has been done in cotton and woolen textiles-a vast 
industry whose factories are scattered throughout the State. 
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Holyoke and Springfield, strong and prosperous, have found 
their success in making paper, and I might go on with a list 
of industries which would reach into every corner of the State 
and which, starting with the fishermen of Gloucester and 
Provincetown, would extend to the papermakers of Dalton and 
the cotton spinners of North Adams and would cover in its 
course almost all the important industries in which civilized 
man engages. I should be something worse than insensible if 
I did not feel a great and honest pride. in such a record of 
achievement by the people of my State-the State of my birth, 
where I have lived all my life, where my kindred have lived 
before me from 1630 onward, and from which I hope never to 
be separated whether living or dead. 

But I do not mention this in order to boast of that in which 
I feel a just pride. I use .Massachusetts only as an example 
of New England and"the East. We have won prosperity and 
we have won it tlu·ough no chance gifts of Mother Earth, but 
solely by the brains and the energy, the intelligence, courage, 
tenacity, and education of our people-the naturalized and the 
adopted as well as the native born. We have not snarled or 
grumbled at the prosperity of any of the other States. We 
have not sought to injure or destroy the success of other 
Americans anywhere. We have rejoiced in it. We have been 
content to do the best we could under the conditions imposed 
by nature and by the legislation of the United States and we 
have succeeded and achieved a hard-won prosperity. Under 
the economic policies which the Government of the United 
States has adopted we have built up our industries and added 
thereby to the capital, the wealth, and the prosperity of the 
whole. country. We do not come in forma pauperis to sue for 
favors, or in the guise of robbers to plunder others for our own 
benefit. We come to the council table of the Nation, to whose 
upbuilding we have contributed, with a deep consciousness that 
there is no prosperity worth having which is not part of the 
Nation's prosperity, and we ask only that we should be dealt 
with according to our merits and that our great industrial 
population should receive the same treatment and consideration 
as that which is accorded to all Americans in all parts of the 
United States. 

APPENDIX. 

[From No. 3499 of the Daily Consular and Trade Reports, published by 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of Manufactures, 
under date of Saturday, June 5, 1909.] 

ERFURT SHOE I~DUSTRY. 

GE RMAN MANUFACT URER S WILL SEEK AMERICAN .TR.ADE. 

Consul Will L . Lowrie writes that three of the largest German shoe· 
manufacturing establishments in Erfurt are now in charge of experts 
from the United Sta tes. He nJso tells of t heir industrial operations: 
· All these factories are producing American-shaped shoes, which are 
meeting with ready sale in Germany. Certainly one, and perhaps all, 
of these concerns will make a display at the forthcoming shoe exposi
tion in Boston (in September, 1909) and will try to secure a foothold 
in the American market. 

The average wages paid a.re shown in the following ta.ble. 

Class of employees. 

Females: 
Apprentices. ___________ ---- -- • _ -• -_ -- --- -• ---- ----- --- --------.. 
Closers on. _____________________ .--------------------------------
Sewers . . ____ ---- ____ ----- ___ ------------ ________________ -------. 

Males : 
Apprentices .... ____ . _______ ---- ___ -----------------------------· 
Upper cutt ers (hand) _____ -- ----------- ---- --- ---- ------ .. ---- --
Upper cutters (machine). ____ --------------------------- __ ------

Machine bands: 
Edge trimmers ..• __ --·----- --- ---------- ----- ------- ---- --- __ --
H eel trimmers .. _ .. -- .. _ --- _ ------- -- ----.--- --- -----------------· Edge finishers __________________________________ . ___ . ____ . _____ _ 
Bottom finishers .... -- . . ... ------ ----- ---- ---- --- __ ------ -- -- . .. 
Die cutters . ... ___ . ___ . ___ . ___ -- ______ ------------------------- --· 
Eyeleting hands--------------------------------------- ---------
Heel builders. ____ ._. - . _ -- __ -- _______ . __ -------------- -----------

a Average. 

Average 
weekly wages. 

$1. 42 to $1. 90 
3.33 to 3.57 

a4.28 

1.42 to 2.&5 
5.23 to 6.42 
6.42 to 7.14 

6.42 to 7.H 
6.42 to 7.H 
6.42 to 7.H 
4.28 to 4. 76 

4 5.71 
4 7.H 

4.76 to 5.71 

.As against the wages therein noted, I will not offer any statement; 
but would ask the Senators to secure from the statistics obtainable or 
from their const ituents, shoe manufacturers, the average wages paid in 
America, f or comparison with those above set forth. 

It ca n t be1·efore readily be appreciated that the only balance which 
could be resorted to for the protection of the industry, would be the 
r eduction of the wages of the American shoemaker. Let us hope that 
this exigency may not occur. Let our tarifr legislative policy con
tinue as in the past, protective to American workmen. 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN H. HA.NAN. 
SOL WILE, Secretary. 

JUNE 8, 1909. 
UNEXPENDED BALANCES OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

:Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to what I regard as rather an important matter. 

In the sundry civil appropriation act there was a provision 
that all unexpended balances should be covered into the Treas-

ury on the 1st day of July. There are now under way over 
125 river and harbor improvements with unexpended balances. 
Some ,of them are of very great importance, like the Sault $te. 
Marie locks, the dams of the Ohio, the Mississippi River. These 
improvements affect almost every State in the Union, commenc
ing on the extreme south and going north, and on the western 
coast and around the Lakes. Unless there is a joint resolution 
passed now by Congress, every one of those improvements will 
stop absolutely the 1st day of July. The Committee on Commerce 
unanimously reported a joint resolution ( S. J. R. 33) except
ing the river and harbor improvement balances. I ask unani
mous consent that the joint resolution may now be considered 
by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will not object to it if it leads to no dis-
cussion. · 

l\fr. FRYE. It will lead to no discussion, because I have 
stated everything that there is to be stated about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RooT in the chair). Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the jointresolution? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the joint resolution be read first. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 
'.rhe Secretary read the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 33) re

lating to the provisions of section 10 of the sundry civil act of 
.March 4, 1909, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 33. 
Resolved, etc., That the provisions of section 10 of the act entitled 

"An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, and for other purposes," 
approved March 4, 1909, shall not be construed as applying to the un
expended balance of any river and harbor approprjation the use of 
which may be essential, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, for 

. the further maintenance or prosecution of the work to which it pertains 
as heretofore authorized by Con!?ress. · 

Mr. DANIEL. Has the joint resolution been reported by a 
committee? 

Mr. F.RYE. It was unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Commerce. 

l\fr. DA.NIEL. I have no objection to it. 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. 
The joint ·resolution was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

.Mr. FRYE. I am obliged to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
THE TA.RIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. . 

Mr. W .A.RREN. Mr. President, I think everyone within the 
sound of my voice will realize under what disadvantage I rise to 
address myself to the subject which has just been so ably han
dled by the talented Senator from .Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
I want to thank that Senator for his frankness in discussing the 
question, and I want to assure him that the tribute he has paid 
to his part of the country, his own State of Massachusetts, has 
found as warm a response in my heart as it would be possible to 
find in his own heart. 

But I want the Senator to remember that in the building up 
of Massachusetts and the great army that he proudly and justly 
boasts of sending out to the civil war, there were many Massachu
setts sons who helped to fight the battles of that war and helped 
to build up that State and the others he has spoken of who are 
now yonder on the Pacific coast, in the Rocky l\Iountain coun
try, in the l\fid-West, and scattered all along over the country, 
who come back East with just as much love and reverence for 
the great States of New England as. when they went away. But 
when they array themselves here in solid phalanx and vote for 
protective tariff on items by the thousands for New Englnnd 
and for the manufacturing States, they expect, upon raising 
their hands here in Congress for two or three items in which 
they are directly interested, that such items shall be justly and 
kindly considered. It does not rest in the mouth of any Sena
tor, no matter how talented or distinguished, no matter what 
his accomplishments may be as. a statesman and scholar, to 
assert that the farmer in the .Rocky Mountain country does not 
get any benefit from this or that upon which the farmer desires 
protection: 

An eastern Senator may not say that there shall be no duty 
upon hides because it does not do the farmers in the West any 
good, while meantime the western Senators stand here insist
ing that such duty does benefit the farmer, and are able abun
dantly to prove it. 

After the eloquent peroration so splendidly delivered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, devoted to his State and the ad
joining country, I may respond in some faint echo from the 
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. West before I have finished, but at present I want to call the 
Senator's attention to his suggestion-that if this product is 
pror-ed to be one that needs protection, then he is willing to 
give it. 

l\lr. President, if there has been any argument presented here 
by him', or by anyone else, that serves to prove that the farmers 
do not get that benefit, I have failed to hear it. 

Mr. President, during the sixty-seven yea.rs last past-and 
that length of time takes us back about as far as most of the 
Senators of this body can remember-hides have been taxed the 
greater portion of the time, forty-two out of the sixty-seven 
years (besides the period after 1890, when 1! cents per pound 
was imposed under certain conditions), and including the twelve 
years last past. 

The boot and shoe and leather business was never more pros
perous during any period in the life of this Nation; in fact, 
never was as prosperous, according to the showing made by 
statistics, as during these last twelve years, when the tariff on 
hides has been exactly the same as that proposed by the Com
mittee on Finance in the present bill 

For thirty years during the sixty-seven alluded to there 
was not only a tariff on hides such as now exists, but hides and 
skins of all cattle were included-calfskins and kipskins, as 
.well as goatskins, sheepskins, and so forth; and the rate var"ied 
from 4 per cent to 10 per cent-during much of the time 10 per 
cent; and during all of the time it was practically a higher duty 
than that of the last twelve years, inasmuch as the lower rate 
upon all classes of hides and skins made the leather, as a whole, 
subject to higher duty than the 15 per cent on cattle hides 
alone amounted to under the Dingley Act. 

The fact that hides have been duty free about one-third ·of 
the time seems to have had the same effect upon th.e leather 
trusts as the increasing hoard of the miser has upon him
that is, the more he gets the more he wants, and the more eager 
and unhappy he is. 

It seems that the great profits of the leather trusts, and the 
generous profits of the boot and shoe people, through the high 
tariff imposed upon importations of boots and shoes brought into 
this country, while they had over 77 per cent free raw material, 
and only 23 per cent taxed at almost a nominal figure, have 
tended to enable them to accumulate a great fund with which 
to exploit free-trade doctrines. 

The corridors of this Capitol and its annexes have been 
plentifully filled, and the mails of every Senator . bave been 
loaded, in season and out of season, with demands-importu
nate and continuous--from those favoring free hides; some 
hired as attorneys and agents to present the subject here; and 
some engaged in business affected by the tariff on hides, who 
appear in their own interests. 

This lobby-if I may call it such-is numerically stronger and 
more insistent than any I have known in Washington during my 
years of service as a Member of this body. 

But it must be observed in this connection that neithoc the 
producers of hides, who are also great consumers of leather in 
harness, saddles, footwear, and so forth, nor the consumers of 
the product-the ordinary wearers of boots and shoes--who pay 
the bills, are here, or are protesting against the Dingley Act. 
• There are good reasons why the wearers of shoes are not 
here protesting, for the fact is it has never made one penny's 
difference in . the price of f?hoes, and never wilL In fact, no 
reduction is now promised in the price of boots and shoes along 
with the demand for free hides. 

And another fact curious to note is that the beef packers are 
not here through representatives, petitions, letters, or requests 
of any nature. Apparently they do not care a fig whether hides 
are free or taxed; and, of course, they can afford to be in
different, because if the value of domestic hides is to be reduced 
by the removal of the tariff on hides, they have only to charge 
it back to the cattle grower, the farmer, as being just that much 
value legislated out of the farmer's pocket in favor of the 
middleman, who wants to import free his material in order to 
increase his swollen gains. 

I have not received a single line or letter or expressed wish 
from the packers, through any source whatever, to the effect that 
they desire a duty on hides. If any other Senator has received 
any communication from the 9ackers, I lll).ve not heard of it. 
I do not believe the packers are paying any attention to this 
legislation, notwithstanding the fact that every oiie of the com
munications from those who protest against a taritr on hides 
rails against the beef packers. 

Those correspondents who are crowding this matter of free 
h~des upon us so forcibly are th~ middlemen-those who make 
their profits from the handling of hides and leather, much of it for 
export-and who want to enlarge that profit to the injury of the 
producer and at the same time give no benefit to the consumer. 

The tariff on hides has not affected the price of shoes one 
iota in the past, and will not in the future, for, confessedly, it 

would amount to put a few cents-less than 2 cents in some 
cases and possibly reaching 5 or 6 cents in others-in the price 
of a pair of shoes. As upper leather is subject to no tariff, 
and as only the hard sole leather is affected, soft-sole shoes for 
children's, ladies', and even men's wear are not affected. 

I undertake to say that not a single term of years can be 
cited in all the years wben hides were free in which the tan
ners or the boot and shoe men can show the amount of busi
ness, the amount of profit, or the growth that they ha·re shown 
when hides were dutiable. It has been said that the boot and 
shoe men do not want a tariff on shoes if they have no duty to 
pay on hides. It has been said by others that they do. I want 
to say here and now, be.fore proceeding further, that I want to be 
able to vote. hereafter for a tariff on shoes and boots and harness 
and leather goods, but if it is insisted upon I am only too ready 
and willing to accept the challenge and say that they may have 
free hides when we have free b-Oots and shoes and leather. 

I may say still further, if I am any judge, there will be the 
opportunity very soon after hides are made free, if they should 
be left on the free list, to know what effect free boots and 
shoes and free leather will have on these industries. 

Mr. President, there never has been since I have been in 
the Senate such a propaganda upon any subject as UPon this 
free-hide campaign. There never have been as many lobbyists. 
hired and voluntary, · about the corridors of this Capitol; there 
never has ·been such a load of written and printed material in 
the files of the capitol as has come to the Senate· favoring 
free hides; and in all this material-and I think I have seen 
it all-the arguments for free hides rest, and I say it with all 
respect to those who have been infiueoced by them, upon mis
representati-0n, as I will show. 

I claim that the profits of the tanners and the shoe men bn. ve 
been much larger than ever under Dingley Act rates. and l 
am going to put the figures in the RECORD to prove it. I am go
ing to say, on the other hand, that I can find no reason why the 
tanners are asking for this reduction in the tariff unless .it be 
with the disposition of the miser ref erred to-the more be gets, 
the more he wants-and therefore the tanners, having had free 
hides for a few years; want to put that much more margin or 
profit into their nefarious pockets. No one promises lower prices 
for boots and shoes. You IDllY find if you look over the papers 
that here and there some shoe man, on his own authority, says 
that; but you will find that their text-books and official associa
tion papers, one and all, carefully avoid the subject of lowering 
prices on shoes. 

They bring in here the orie proposition that the meat trust is 
the great bogey man and must be captured and destroyed. So 
far as the meat trust is .concerned, this free or taxed hide sub
ject was up twelve years ago, and the tanning, leather, and boot 
and shoe people were down here then, to some extent. They 
issued their regular text-book, and they did not then complain 
of the meat trust. They had nothing to say then about the meat 
trust, but they claimed that if we put on a duty of 15 per cent, 
they would all go to ruin in less than ten years, instead of which 
they have been gaining over 50 per cent per annum in increased 
exports of shoes and gaining largely all along the line tn tanning 
and other business. 

But, Mr. President, a!ter there was a certain book written by 
one Upton Sinclair, a book called H The Jungle,"' the tanning 
trust immediately commenced to speculate upon the bad repu
tation of another trust; and the leather trust, upon the principle 
of the pot calling the kettle black, started the cry of the usurpa
tion of its business by the meat trust. 

Suppose we allow every claim they make against the meat 
trust. I have failed to obtain an answer from either the dis
tinguished Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP] or the able 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] to the question, What 
effect is it going to have on the meat trust if we put hides on 
the free list? iWhat is to prevent that trust-so called-from 
going on just as it does now? I am yet pausing for answers to 
that interrogatory. 

It has been said, and you will find it in all this literature 
that the packers are here demanding a duty on hides. I hav~ 
issued one challenge; I will issue another. If anything has 
been presented here by any packer in the United States, either 
directly, in conversation, or in letters, in the way of a request 
for a duty on hides, I hope some Senator will rise in his place 
and tell the extent of it, for, so far as I know, the packers are 
paying no attention whatever to the matter, and apparently are 
unconcerned as to whether hides shall be free or whether they 
shall be taxed. -

The men who raise the cattle of this country are those whO 
are interested in the qu-estion. The men who wear the boots 
and shoes of this counfry are not here demanding free hides. 
It is simply the middlemen, the tanners, and the manufacturers 
who hope to get in between the producer and the wearer and 
take a certain toll from the farmer without benefiting the ulti-
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mate consumer. The free-hide advocates are asking 12,000,000 
farmers to pay tribute to two hundred and odd thousand-ac~ 
cording to the authority of the Senator from Massachusetts
workers in boot and shoe factories and in tanneries. They are 
asking the farmers to give up the little amount of 15 per cent 
upon cattle. hides alone, which has heretofore rendered them 
some benefit. They ate asking the farmers to give up their 
protection, and yet the manufacturers say: "You shall pay on 
boots and shoes ; you shall pay on harness ; you shall pay on 
leather; you shall pay on the leather in the lounge or chair 
you sit or recline upon; you shall pay on every item of leather 
that you have to use; and yet you, the producer of that leather, 
shall not have the one dollar or the dollar and a half -;rQtection 
upon each hide you may produce." • 

Mr. President, a beef hide that would spread over several 
chairs and pieces of furniture and make boots and shoes enough 
for several families is only subject to a duty, if we had to pay 
it, of a dollar, a dollar and a half, or such a matter. 

During several long years in one group of Western States we 
had to bury cattle hides so that they would not become a 
nuisance around the houses, because we could not sell them for 
enough to pay the freight charges upon them. In the meantime, 
we had to submit to a 45 per cent ad valorem duty on harness 
and saddles, and also duties on every leather glove, every leather 
boot or shoe, and every other leather item ·about the place. All 
this time these farmers were thus contributing cash to line the 
pockets of the leather trust. While burying the cattle hides 
which they produced on their farms, they were compelled, 'be
cause of free hides, to buy and bring in all their leather goodS, 
every article of which was under a protect.ive duty. · · · 

Mr. President, there have been eight or ten points alleged by 
those who authoritatively represent the advocates of free hides. 
I will give the points, and I want careful attention to them. 
They are as follows : 

(1) That the tariff on hides was inserted in the conference 
on the Dingley bill-and they insinuate that there· was some
thing surreptitious and uncanny about it, and that neither the 
Senate nor the House gave its consent to the legislation prior 
to the meeting of the conferees. 

(2) That the 15 per cent duty does not benefit the farmer. 
(3) That the packer gets the only benefit and all the benefit. 
( 4) That to remove the tariff would affect the consumer. 
( 5) That the lea th er trade is languishing because of the tariff. 
(6) ·That the boot _and shoe trade is languishing because of 

the tariff. . 
(7) That ·the quantity of domestic hides is decreasing. 
(8) That the present duty is not a protective duty. 
(9) That the present duty is of no account as a revenue tax. 
(10) That the packers absolutely cont~ol domestic hides and 

dominate the prices. · . . 
I deny the truth of each and all_ of these asse~t10.ns. 
As to the first point: The free-hide people, behevmg that Sen

ators and Representatives and others are living in ignorance 
regarding this question, have issued what they term "The Free 
Hide Text-Book,'' published by the National Association of Tan
ners last November, following their meeting in August, at 
Chicago. It will be noted that they · took time f?y the forelock, 
and were in the hedges, highways, and byways to meet Congress 
immediately upon its assembling last December. 

I shall quote freely from their own statements and figures to 
show the fallacy of their arguments. 

From page 3 of this book I quote: 
In the Senate, however, the tariff was put upon hides during the 

compromise hours. 
From page 6 of this book I quote ~ 

Jn the conference hours before the final passage of the new revenue law-
Meaning the Dingley Act-

a tariff of 15 per cent was put upon hides. Just how it was done has 
always been in dispute. -

Another one of the official free-hide publications, entitled "A 
Common-Sense Appeal,'' has the following: 

It crept into the act during the conference hours, and was imposed with
out sufficient consideration being given to the interests of the tanners. 

Another document of at least semiofficial boot and shoe origin 
states: -

Every Senator should know that the present duty was tacked on the 
Dingley bill at the eleventh ~our in an unguarded moment. 

And there are still other statements to the same effect which 
I will not take time to . quote. · . · 

Now Mr. President, e-very Senator in this body who was here 
·during' the consideration of the Dingley bill knows how utterly 
false these statements are. 

It will be seen that after ·the assert ion that the tariff on hides 
was inserted during the conference on the Dingley bill, they 
go on :md insinuate that there was something surreptitious 
and underhanded about it. 

When I speak of the official free-hide text-book I want to 
say that just as soon as the two great political parties had met 
and made their nominations, these free-hide men met in 
Chicago. They elected officers, a president, vice-presidents, sec
retaries, executive committee, and dfrectors, :in even hundred 
men appearing on the board of officers, and they issued the 
book to which I have i·eferred, and sent it immediately to 
Senators arid l\Iembers of the House. 
- l\Ir. President, this whole fabric, this whole scheme of free 

hides, is based upon the rankest kind of a misrepresentation, to 
call it by no· uglier name. 

I will state from_ memory the facts . concerning the Dingley 
tariff bill; and if I ani-wrong, some Senator ·wm correet me. 

That bill went at once to a subcommittee of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, and I recall that Senators Allison, of 
Iowa; Platt, of Connecticut; and Wolcott, of Colorado, au now 
deceased, were upon that subcommittee. I believe the present 
chairman of the committee was also a member of that subcom
mittee, but he can state whether that is correct or not. I recall 
with regret that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr . .ALDRICH] 
was ill during a portion of the time when the Dingley bill was 
under consideration. 

One of the first things talked about was the tariff on hides. 
Before they had gone very far in- that consideration a conference 
of Republicans was called, and they met yonder in the Marble 
Room, as usual. The subject was thoroughly discussed. The 
chairman of that caucus, now gone to the other side, Senator 
Allison, was in the chair. After a thorough discussion by 
other Senators, that Senator left the chair, took up tlie matter 
himself, and asked that caucus for 'taxed hides. A distin
guished Senator on thisr- floor from New England a1;ose in bis 
place and said: " While the people in my State are o·pposed to 
this, I can not sit here and consider the three or four thou
sand articles in by State to be benefited by this act, and then, 
when Senators have already stated that they have but three or 
four items in their States and that an important one is taxed 
hides, say them nay." 

The Senator moved that the committee should put a duty upon 
hides which would be the equivalent of an ad valorem tax of 
anywhere from 15 per cent to 40 per cent, in the judgment of the 
committee, and upon that the committee inserted, if I remember 
correctly, and I think I do, 2! or H cents a pound upon hides. 
The bill was reported from the Finance Committee to the Senate 
l\fay 4, 1897, containing the duty on hides as stated. When it 
passed the .Senate, July 7, 1897, it passed with 20 per cent ad 
valorem duty on hides, and went to conference. Now, there are 
Senators here who know whether I am telling the truth or riot. 
Ye you have here repeated and reiterated in these prints sent 
to us the statement that we -surreptitio~sly, . in conference, 
against the law and contrary to the rules of these two bodies, 
perpetrated a great wrong. - -

Mr. President, I have never seen an exam·p1e_ of supreme ef
frontery equal to that in all the world . . A body of men'. supposed 
to be educated men, supposed .to be honorable men, 'come here, 
forgetting that there are old Senators who were here twelve 
years ago, and say to this Senate: "You shall take the duty .off 
of hides because you stole.it and wronged us twelve years ·ago." 

l\fr. President, let me say, in passing, that if it has been no
ticeable here on this floor that the representatives of the great 
Northwest have rallied around the Committee on Finance; if 
it has been noted that they have remained here and voted 
day in and day out, from 10 o'clock in . the morning until 11 
o'clock at night, to support item 'after item in which they had 
no direct interest, let me say . that it has been largely due to 
just such acts as that of the distinguished Senator from New 
England, who rose in that caucus and proposed a duty on hides, 
even against the wishes of some people in his State, in order 
to insure harmony, to insure proper duties on many items in 
his own State, and to do as ·he would be done by; and of that 
other distinguished Senator, now rising in his· place, who >oted 
to place hides upon the dutiable list at 20 per cent ad valorem. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo

ming yield to the Sena tor from Rhode Island ? 
Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The subcommittee which drafted the Senate 

amendment to the act of 1897 placed the duty on hides by the 
vote of that subcommittee in the bill as it was originally drafted 
bv them. I have before me that anwndment, which is in the 
fii·st print of the bill as prepared by the subcommittee. It con
tained this provision : 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 2~ 
cents per pound. 

The same provision was in the bill as it was reported by my
self fi'om the subcommittee to the Senate in precisely the same 
language, 
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I stated the other day in the Senate the way this amendment 

was originally agreed to in r.he subc·ommittee. It was agreed to 
upon the special and personal appeal of the late Senator from 
Iowa, Mr. A.llison. It had the support of the other members of 
the subcommittee, the then Senator from Connecticut, Mr. Platt, 
and the then Renator from Colorado, Mr. Wolcott, and myself. 
It was placed in that bill with the entire acquiescence and sup
port of every member of the committee. 

After the bill came into the Senate, the conference to which 
the Senator from Wyoming refers met, and it was agreed that 
the rate should be changed from H cents per pound to 20 per 
cent ad valorem. It passed the Senate in that form QD.d went 
to the conference committee. In the conference coµimittee the 
reduction was made from 20 to 15 per cent. That, in brief, is 
the history of the duty on hides. There had not been a duty 
on hides since--

1\Ir. WARREN . . Since 1872. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Since 1872. It was put there deliberately; 

first, by a vote of the subcommittee; second, by a vote of the 
Senate; third, by a vote of the conferees; and, finally, of course, 
by the vote of the Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator for substantiating what 
I said. I knew I was right about it, but I call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that I do not have to depend a1one 
upon the memory of able Senators here. I call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that those men who wanted free hides 
were here then in this Capitol building, in all of these corridors, 
as they are now, tweaking us by the elbows and asking us not 
to put a duty on hides. 

They met here in this city soon after Congress convened in 
specia.1 session, and on the 14th day of April they issued their 
official free-hide text-book. I have here in my hand that text
book. The bill became a law late in July; and yet here on the 
14th day of April, they had, after a month of skirmishing, put 
their objections into writing. They had come here with a 
text-book to teach Senators their places and what they should 
do. There is nothing in this book about a conference and a 
surreptitious adding of the duty on hides at the last moment. 
Here were some four months of their work, according to this 
text-book, laid before this Senate before we finally determined 
the matter. They had their day in court; but they are like 
the boy who invites a fight, is badly whipped, and then runs 
home and makes excuses for himself, saying that he stubbed 
his toe, or that he was sick, or that he was unfairly slugged. 

The imposition of that duty was as straightforward, as hon
est, and as aboveboard as any other item that ever passed 
through this Senate, or that was put upon that or any · other 
tariff bill. It was not only discussed in the subcommittee, but 
it was discussed in the caucus, in conference, in the full commit
tee, and on the floor of the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, it has been said, and truly said, that a 
chain is on.ly as strong _as its weakest link. Among the cam
paigners in this free-hide propaganda are honorable men asking 
for free hides who believe that they ought to have them; but 
when you trace it back, this false charge of wrong practice in 
inserting taxed hides in the Dingley bill undoubtedly originated 
with the leather trust, and possibly with some dishonorable or 
misinformed boot and shoe men. It originated with men who 
do not know any better than to come before us and t ell us what 
we ourselves a.s Senators did, and tell us wrongfully at that. 
Such men as these a.re not in a position to teach me whether I, 
in raising cattle, get any benefit from a hide tariff or not. I do 
not have to go to Massachusetts nor to Pennsylvania nor to the· 
leather trust nor to anybody to ascertain whether a farmer 
gets any benefit from the duty on hides. 

The farmers are not here asking to have the duty taken off 
of hides. I know that there is one purported petition, with 
17 names on it, in the archives of this Senate, in which the 
signers say they are farmers. I know, also, that there are 
some thousands of names he.re on other petitions-and I will 
refer to them later-where they have had these" patent-inside" 
prepared petitions sent, and with them letters of p:llnute instruc
tion, and they have been asking about everybody to sign and 
send them here. 

Now, if we apply the rule, that a chain is only as strong as 
its weakest link. where do~s it land all these stereotyped argu
ments that are being sent in here, all, or nearly all, of which 
arise from one well-known source, and that a trust, if there 
is any such thing as a trust under the sun in the United States? 
Is this an uprising of the shoe men? Are they the initial 
movers? Not at all. I had occasion, during my recent trip 
West to call upon some of the men who have sent letters and 
teleg;ams · to me-and doubtless to others-suggesting in some 
cases, demanding in others, that we have free hides; and I 
asked them what were their reasons for and ·what their rea.1 
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interest in the letters and telegrams sent. I was informed in 
every case, by shoe men, bankers, and others-and I did not meet 
one among the number who gave me different inform~tlon-as 
follows: ~·Why," the shoe men said, "the firms from which 
we buy -shoes have asked us to do this, since the leather men 
declare that we must help them or they will have to increase 
'their prices on leather." The bankers said: "'Ve know noth
ing of the merits of .the case; we were asked to approach our 
Representatives in Congress and our Senators by certain people 
who ha\e done business through the bank and are interested, 
we suppose, in the tariff. Personally, we know nothing about 
the matter." -
· This brings me to the subject of the great leather trusts 
which were dominating the leather trade with almost a clear 
field until the packers were forced to tan some portion of their 
beef hides in self-protection, as the leather trust proposed to 
make prices on their raw material, in way of hides, and later 
on the leather sold to the manufacturers. 

The public is interested, not in seeing trusts succeed, but in 
seeing competition. And even now there is a struggle between 
the great leather V.usts-one of sole leather and one of upper 
leather-and the packers. And so, perhaps, in tii:ne the wearers 
and consumers of leather may get their rights. 

Mr. President, I ask to submit certain facts and tables regard
ing the formation of the United States Leather Company, the 
Central Leather Company, and the American Hide and Leather 
Company for insertion in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
MY DEAR SIR: Senators from all the States have receind hundreds of 

telegrams, postal cards, and letters urging free hides. The phraseology 
of these communications, from many thousands of widely scattered com
munities in the United States, is strangely similar. The identical lan
guage which has come from all States of the West and the South is: 
"The people of Ohio," for instance, "-are in favor of cheaper and better 
shoes and opposed to leglslation in the interest of the beef trust." 
These communications come, as a rule, from retail shoe dealers, hide 
and leather dealers, and tanners. Being so similar in language, and 
coming from such similar sources in all States, suggests similar origin 
or inspiration. Many of the communications assert that the packers 
(none mention the two leather trusts) and not the farmers get this 
taritr-added value to the hide. The duty on hides means not less than 
$1.50 to the farmers and the cattlemen for every cattle hide raised in 
this country. There is only one way by which the Chicago packers or 
the two great hide and leather trusts of the East can deprive the farm
ers and cattlemen of that direct benefit in the tari.tf law, and that is by 
placing hides on the free list. 

But there are trusts and trusts in the hide and leather industry. 
And since there has been so much publicity about the Chicago packers 
for the evident purpose of doing injury to the farmers and cattlemen' 
the interests of the latter and circumstances in connection with the 
free-hide propaganda suggest that Senators and the public should be 
fully informed regarding some other trusts that have been keeping under 
cover and resting in fancied secm·ity. 

Attention is therefore called to an advertisement which appeared ln 
the New York Sun on Sunday, March 14, 1909. It is herewith and 
marked " Exhibit A." Its title is " Shoe leather, etc." Upon re~din"' 
this advertisement one will be struck by the beautiful picture which 
is there drawn of the United States Leather Company and its holding 
company, the Central Leather Company. Then look at the other pic
ture of the Chicago packers. They are the "new element" that "has 
appeared recently in the sole-leather business of the counh·y, which 
is giving the tanning fraternity in general as well as the shoe manufac
turers much more concern than was felt when the United States Leather 
Company und the Central Leather Company were formed." 

This trust's sympathy, as voiced in th11.t advertisement, appears to 
be solely for the " independent tanners and shoemakers of the country " 
We now begin to realize where all the various kinds of literature with 
which the Senate bas been deluged bad its origin-with this leather 
trust. But . read the advettisement. No other bit of llte i-ature uttered 
or printed in connection with the present revision of th6> tarifI will 
afford so much amusement. . 

This advertisement naturally directs attention to Moody's Manual 
that repository of an iilfinite amount of data concerning trusts. 'l'he 
United States Leather Company, as will be seen by its balance sheet 
is a trust of the first magnitude. In 1907 its hides and leather were 
valued at $11,457,273; its bark at tanneries, $2,386,316; its tannery 
plants, etc., $6,924,693: s tocks of other compaines, $58,172,225 · bonds 
of other companies, $6,216,888. The figures of the foregoing items 
have varied from year to year during 1903-1907; but here is one item 
which did not change so much as a penny during that five-year period . 
" Good will, etc., $62,832,300." The "good will " may be valuable· 
and so, too, may the " etc.," but the consumers of leather goods of ali 
kinds have no assurance on that point. So far as they know this 
$62,832,300 may represent no value whatever, in which case the con
suming public carry this deadwood for tha t trust; and this, too out 
of a total capitalization of $167,496,705, or over 60 per cent "'good 
will" on a capitalization but a trifle over $100,000,000 of real prop- ' 
erty. When we look closely at the amounts of ·the common stock and 
that of "good will" it looks very much as if t he promoters of this 
trust, when with a stroke of the pen they created this common stock 
looked over their figures and saw that they had no asset to match it' 
The~ then just as easily created an asset and named it "good wm' 
etc., ' and high finance scored another triumph. This conclusion wllf 
come unbidden to the minds of men of even ordinary perspica city. The 
stocks and bonds of "other companies" owned by the United States 
Leather Company, which aggregate $64,389,313-it.'l dividends ·and 
other receipts from these sources amounting to $2,098,710-tell a pl:iln 
tale of many independent leather and tannery concerns swallowed b:t 
the octopus. 

But this trust has in turn been swallowed by another trust, the Cen-
z~:u 1f:r.tWos~0~f~Is ~~i~~i~t~~o u!1~q~1r!hiiict3a~~cit°rofNt~ _g~\~:~ 
States Leather Company," and it was so successful that during the three 
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years· ending December 31, 1907, its Income account showed that it had 
received in dividends from the stock of the United States Leather Com
pany $7,739,434. Tlle combined balance sheet of subsidiary companies 
of the Central Leather Company, as of December 31, 1907, shows stated 
assets of $16.172, 732. It was a lusty young trust that swallowed " sub
sidiary companies " with assets of such amount. But that was only an 
appetizer. Soon it became real hungry, and at one gulp it swallowed 
the United States Leather Company and its subsldiary companies, with 
assets totaling, in 1905, $151,165,739. 

But all the tnterestln.g features of' this hlde and leather trust can not 
be referred ta in this letter. Th.ls much has been cited fot the purpose 
o! awakening a public interest in a trust that wants free hides and is 
not particular how It gets them. Its appeal to public prejudice against 
another trust fol"' the pw·pose of robbirig the farmers and cattlemen of 
the country of upward of $20,000,000 annually is a strange reminder 

tbaJ0:11[iJ>0fJr1~e~~Jst~~ ~Ji~~e t~~c1titerwoven trusts, their subsidiary 
companies, income accounts, balance sheets. etc., see the· accompanying 
statement from Moody's Manual for 1908, marked " Exhibit C." 

But these are not the only trusts in the hide and leather business. 
There is the American Hide and Leather Company, incorporated under 
the laws of New Jel'.Sey, May 3, 1899. As will be seen, this. trust "was 
fornft!d for the purpose of carrying on the business of tanning and 
currying of all kinds ; also to manufacture, cure, and trade in skins, 
hides, and leather of all kinds, to slaughter animals, and pack, pre
serve, buy, sell. and. deal in the- constituent parts of animals and ani
mal llroducts ; also to purchase,, hold,. and dispose of the stocks and 
securities of other corporations. The company has pow~r to carry o~ 
its business in any State of the United States and in forelgn countries. 
From the foregoing statement it seems to have all the earmarks of a 
trust, even those of a "packer trust." It tells of having "acquired 
by absolute conveyance the lands, tanneries, factories, stock in trade, and 
good will of the business formerly belonging to 21 dlfl'erent concerns.,.. 

The company states that its "total capacity ls 5_,000,000 calfskins 
and about 2',750,000 hides per annum, this being approximately 75 per 
cent of the entire annual production of upper leather in the United 
States." Truly, this corporation is prepared to do business on a trust 
1Scale. 

Its authorized capital stock, $17,500,000 and $17,500,000 7 per cent 
cumulative preferred stock. The latter is preferred as to ~ssets as wen 
as dividends. There had been issued nnd was outstanding J'nne 3'0, 
1907, $11,274,100 common and $12,548,300 preferred, par $100. On 
the preferred stock there had accumulated and remained unpaid, up to 
and includinC7 May, 1908, dividends amounting to 5u per cent. 

The Unit~ States Leather Comp.any. employs hide buyers in foreign 
countries and handles 75 µer cent. of all the Argentine hides imported. 

I trust that all of these matters. may receive your attention and that 
of· youl"' fellow Senators. 

Very respectfully. 
Hon. FRANCIS El. WARREN, 

United States Seriate. 

J. L. KF.1\NEDY. 

' but that -court has not as yet rendered its. decision in the case. It ls 
said that it the decision should affirm the judgment of the lower court 
and permit the merger or the two companies,. the same would be dis 
tinctly advantageous to the interests of both companies· in that it 
would permit a mor& perfect organization for conducting the business. 
It would be very desliable on this ground. But, en the other hand, if 
the decision should be adverse and the merger denied, the Central 
Leather Company could still advantageously conduct its business in the 
same manner as heretofore, and without any Ioss of its property. 

A new element has appeared recently in the sole-leather business of 
the . country which is giving the tanning :fraternity in general, as well 
as the shoe manufacturers, much more concern than was felt when the 
United States Leather Company or Central Leather Company was or
ganized. This is the entrance into the tanning business, upon a large 
scale, of the great Chicago packers-Armour, Swift, and Morris. They: 
control the production of a. large part of the sole-leather hides of the 
country, and, aided by the existing 15 per cent duty on foreign hides, it 
is feared they may be able to secure a greater mone>poly in the tanning 
of leather than they have already in the production of beef. 

It is this which has given added stimulus recently to the desire, long 
felt by the tanners and shoe manufacturers of the country, :for the re-
moval of the duty on hides. This demand is eon.fined to n<> one section 
of the country, bl:lt the tanners and shoe manufactw·ers in every part 
of the country are united upon the question and are urging upon Con
gress, with great earnestness, the repeal ~ the duty on hldes. 'l'bey 
confidently expect that this duty will be repealed, because it seems to 
them impossible that Congress could be so unjust as to sacrifice the 
interests of the independent tanners and shoe manufacturers of the 
country by continuing a duty which would amount to special leglslatfon 
to give a monopoly: of the industry to the Chicago packers~ 

EXHillIT B. 
CENTRAL LEATHER ASSOCIATION. 

(From Moody's Manual.] 
Incorporated Apr'il 12, 1905, in New Jersey, to acquire the stock of 

the United States Leather Company, on terms shown in Moody's Manual 
for Hl05J.~page 1637. Up to December, 1907, the company had acquired 
$62,084,;ruO of the $62,882,300. common and $57,807,200 of the 
$62,282,300 preferred s.tock of the United States Leather Company. 
Since organization the Central Leather Company has acquired the entiJ'e 
capital stocks (except qunlifying shares) of the N. R. Allen's Sons 
Company, Union Tanning Company, Harrington & Co., Queen City Tan
nery, and Wallin Leather Company. 

The United States Leather Company and its constituent companies, 
among other property, own the following securities: 

All of the $34,450,600 capital stock (except 27 shares held by dl
rectors) of the Elk Tanning Company. 

All of the $10,000,000 capital stock (except 24 shares held by di
rectors) and all of the $9,000,000 outstanding 4 per cent gold deben
tures, due January, 1930, of the Central Pennsylvania Lumber Company. 

All of the $1.212,100 outstandin~ capital stock (except 65 shares held 
[ExHIBIT A.J by directors) and all of the $937,uOO outstanding first fifty-year 5 per 

SOLE LEATHER-ITS LOCAL HABITATION IN THE" SWAMP" DISTRICT'. cent bonds of th~ Susquehanna. and New York Railroad Company. 
[ From the New York -sun, Sunday, March 14, 1909.] All of the $125,000 capital stock (except 60 shares held by directors) 

ot the Long Valley Coal Company. 
Changes that have taken place-The formation of the The United States All of the $150-,000 capital stock (except 39 shares held by directors) 

Leather Company and Central Leather Company-Present agitation of tbe Leetonia Valley Railway Company. 
of tanners and shoe manufacturers. throughout the eo:untry for re- All of the $500,000 .capital stock (except 65 shares held by directors) 
peal of the duty on hides. of· the Tionesta Valley Railway Company. 
All New Yorkers know the "Swamp." It is the locality in the neigh- All of the $300,000 capital stock (except 25 shares held by directors) 

borhood of Gold and Ferry streets and has been for we_ll nigh two cen- of the David: Moffat Company. 
turies the seat of the leather trade of New York. Prior to the· Revo- The shareholders of the Central Leather Company on January 16, 
lutiona.ry wal" tanneries were operated in this locality, and when after- 1907 voted in favor of taking over the business and assets of the 
wards these were removed to the n1ral districts where· supplies of oak United States Leather Company, by means of a merger under the stat
and hemlock bark could readily be obtained the Swamr> became the utes of New Jersey, the securities. of the latter unexchanged to receive 
loeality where leather· from these tanneries was received an!'f sol~. The the same treatment as under the reorganization plan of December 17, 
leather merchants of the Swamp have always stood high m this com- 1904. The lower court in October, 1907, vacated the injunction pre
mercial community. Their credit was not surpassed by that of any venting the consolidation, the agreement therefor- to be modified to per~ 
other trade. The names of Schultz, Thorne, Andrews, Hoyt, Lapham, mit United states Leather preferred stockholders to demand thelr share 
Healy Fraser, Bullard, Fayerweather, Pale.n, Buck~ey, and many others of surplus of latter, representing dividends, in lieu of new common stock 
were 'well and favorably known in commercial circles of New York. offered under plan, but the merger has been enjoined pending appeal 
Moreover while competition existed among them, there was always a Capital stock.-Authorized, $40,000,000 common and $40,000,000 
friendly and fraternal feeling in the trade, and their personal relations 7 per cent, cumulative, preferred ; outstanding, $38,409,952 common and 
with each other were cordial. $31 061,500 preferred ; par $100. The preferred stock is preferred as 

As time went on changes naturally occurred1 because e-ven so con- to dividends at the rate of 7 per cent per annum, cumulative, from July 
servative a hody of men as were these old ' swampers" could not 1 1905 and in case of lii}uidation, as to principal and unpaid accu
resist modern commercial tendencies. Individual firms gradually grew niulated dividends at par. It has equal voting power with the com
larger and as time went on the business, particularly in sole leather, mon It is provided in the certificate Qf incorporation that " From 
became gradually concentrated in fewer and larger concerns and finally time. to time the preferred stock. and the common stock of the cor
resulted in the amalgamation of more than twenty of them t~ one com- porations may each or both be increased according to law, as now or 
pany or "trust.'' as it i.s called, trader the name of The Uruted States hereafter enacted, provided always. that at no time shall the preferred 
Leather Company. . stock be increased without the assent of the holders of at least two-

Many regrets were expres~ed at th~ disnppearance ~f the tune-honored thirds in interest o.f th.e then outstanding preferred stock of the c. or
names of these old firms of tanners and dealers . in sole leather. A poration." Dividends at the rate of 7 per cent per annum have been 
good deal of apprehension was felt as to what mi~ht ~e tbche ontcomd-e . paid quarterly Jan. uary on the prefeTred :from October, 1905, to April, 
of this concentration of th~ business and the ad?Pti?n, ID su an <>l j 190 ', inclusive'; checks mailed. No dividends have as yet been paid on 
fashioned trade, of the modern system of combmation. The so-calle? the common shares. Transfer agent, Equitable Trust Company, New 
"outside" tanners throughout the coun~ry,. and the sho~ manufactm.- York. Registrar, New York Trust Company, New York. Listed on New 
ers as well. were at first in SOJ?e t repidation .lest it might be detn- York Stock Exchange. · 
mental to their welf.ar~, .but as time went on this ~id not appea: to be Bonded debt.-Thirty-four million five hundred and twenty-six thou
the case. The competition ot the new company did not appear to be sand six hundred dollars first-lien gold fives, dated April 1

1 
1905, due 

of a destructive character, and the shoe manufacturersted finoun~ that April 1 1925 · not callable; interest April 1 and October 1, at Central 
there had been nothing in the na~re of a mon~oly crea: e: pro- Trust Company, New York, trustee and registrar of bonds; coupon, 
duction and sale of leather, and m faet the~ ech had Cbeen to ~le .~ $1 000 · principal may be registered. The trust deed provides for fully 
desiraWe degree of steadiness .t? the wli. ho1 le i uf . Yt 1 onseqt1~~ i~ registe{ed bonds°. Principal and interest are payable in gold, without 
nppears there has been surpr1s1Dgly . tt e comp am rom 0 . - deduction for any tax.. Authorized, $45,000,000. Secured by a first 
ners or from shoe manufacturer~ durmg .the fifteen yea~ of the e~st- mortgage on all the assets and lands acquired and, pending their phys
ence of this leather comp~y, which has, m fact, never eUJoyed anything icat acquisition. by the shares of the United States Leather Company 
like a monoP-0.ly of the busmess. in h 1905 d · acquired and all the stock and bonds of its subsidiaries, including 

The Central Leather Company was f~r~d J etJ~~5 per ~:nt is $D 000 000 4 per cent gold debentures and the $10,000,000 stock of the 
now the holder o:f nearly 1).11 the stock- o e :fia • ath u tanning int;;- c'entral Pennsylvania Lumber Comr,any~ The indenture provides that i:f 
of the United States Leather Company, .as w · a.s 0 .er f h .. ted the capital stock of the United States Leather Company shall be tn
ests of importance. AJJ was the case mth the formation ° t eL 01 creased there: shall be forthwith•pledged and delivered to the trustee 
States Leather Compan;v, it. has been found that the Central C7 eather certificates for at least sneh part of said increased capital toek as shall 
""ompany has had no mjur10us. eft'ect on. thJ. in!lust1"1~ ~ ~X:d'iict 1i~! be proportionate to the part of the. entire capital stock of said company 
through its better and more efficient organiza on 18 a p.reviously held thereunder. Listed on New York Stock E.~change. 
business in a more adVantageo.us m.anner. . 1 t · h Four milllon six hundred and efghty thousand dollars ~nited States 

Its organizati~n caf hfr~h ~~ said l11!0Jiif~~1tst~~f Le'i~;'c~ih- Leather Company debenture goid sinking-fund sixes, dated i\lay 1, 
as a small nu5m er 0 ~ of t:l er:ol~iliMented from the plan for its 1893, due May 1, 1913; i.nt~rest May 1 and ~ovember lt. at National 
pany-about per een o c w C d t ok the matter Park Bank New York and rn Roston; denommntion, $1 ,000.. Central 
amalgamation with the Centra~ Leath1i.fch 0JtPf:b'ot1in co~~ derived 'l'~ust Company: of New York, is trustee and registraL· of debentures. 
into the courts of New .T~~Y. TOID w a th f . been auainst A sufficient amount ot the securities, stoek, and' bonds of the c~ntrnl 
their .cbart~1{ Tr. d~clSlo.n 0~\~~em~~~~~s Ja:he f;0 ~~mpanies~ An I Leather Company is reserved for the retirement and redemption of these 
~~~e~\~s~~~~:er~nwa~ta::~\0 the court of errors and argued last J une, debentures. Authorized, $10,000,000. On or before. August 1 In each 
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year the company is required to purchase and deliver to the trustee for 
cancellation an amount of deben tures equal to 4 per cent of the total 
debentures issued, provided they can be purchased at less than 110 and 
interest. If debentures can not be purchased a.t the price stated, the 
company is required to deposit with the trustee such amount as may be 
neces ary to fully satisfy the sinking fund, and the trustee will then 
draw by lot and pay for debentures so drawn at 110 and interest on 
the November 1 following. No bond or debenture other than those ot' 
this issue and no mortgage can at any time be made, assumed, or 
guaranteed by the United States Leather Company, or by any company 
a majority of the stock of which is owned or controlled by that com
pany, without the consent of tke holders of 80 per cent of the preferred 
stock of the nited States Leather Company then outstanding. These 
debentures are to be specific-ally and equally secured pro rata with all 
other bonds or debentures sccu1·ed by any mortgage hereafter Issued. 
Listed on New York Stock Exchange. 

Income account, Central L eather Company. 

Earnings: 

Year 
ended 

December 
31, 1907. 

Year 
ended 

December 
31, 1906. 

Dividends on preferred shares of 
United States Leather Co. owned .. 4 $3,463,825 1'>$3,432,126 

Interest and discount_________________ _ 31,688 47,681 
Netearningsofsubsidiarycompanies. . 663,717 821,274 

Total. ..••• _---- __ ----- _______ J_ _____ 4,159, 230 4,301,081 

Period 
ended 

December 
31, 1905. 

C$843,48J 

C362,308 

1,205,791 
l=========l==========I========= 

Expenditures: 
Interest and discount. ________________ _ -------------------------- 18,480 

122,246 Organization and general expenses... 113,196 299,875 
Discount and commissions, bond 

saies. -- _ -- . -- .. --- . ------------ -----. _____ ___ ____ _ 
Bornl interest..________________________ 1,724,410 
Dividends paid on preferred stock.... . 2,170,285 

Total. ____________ -----------------__ 4,007,891 
.Undivided profits_________________________ 151,339 

25,000 
1,692,591 
2,126,317" 

68,94'5 
359, 78'5 
518,297 

4,143,7~ 1,087,753 
157, 298 . 118, 038 

"Dividends on 578,072 shares (on 2,722 shares only three dividends 
of $1.50 per share each we1·e received ; on 160.shares only two dividends 
were received, and on 10 shares only one dividend was received). 

"Dividends on 575,180 shares (on 11,000 shares only three dividends 
of $1.50 per share each were received, and on 818 shares only two divi
dends were received). 

0 Dividends on 562,322 shares. During the period ended December 
31, 1905, the company received only one dividend on its holdings in the 
United States Leather Company (these having been acquired July 2 
1905), and it bad the benefit of the operations and earnings of the sub~ 
sidiary companies for an average period of but one hundred and twenty 
days prior to December 31, 1V05 ; consequently the statement of ea rn
ings and expenditures cover but a fractional part of the year. 

Balance sheet of Central Leather Company, December 31. 

'.Assets : 
Stock of United States Leather Oo _______________ _ 
Investments in subsidiary companies, including 

stocks .. _____________ ------ __ _______ ------------ ___ _ 
,. Bills receivable, Union Tanning Oo ________________ _ 

Accounts receivable, Union Tarming Oo ___________ _ 
r ·. Ourrent accounts receivable ... ·---- -- ·---------------

Accrued interest.. _______ -----_-------- ______ --------Oash. _________________________________________ -------

1007. 1906. 

$96,217,152 
1,0-zs, n4 

4,332,000 
376,006 
150,058 
35,005 
51,381 

$95,679,570 
6,840,056 

2,705,0'.Xl 
2,826,351 

10,684 
15,529 

370,918 

TotaL------------------------------------------ --·
1
=108=,1=9=1=,2'=7=6='==1=08='=453=-_:'_1_01 

Balance sheet of Ceiitrai Leather Company, December St-Continued. 

1907. 1900. 

Liabilities: 
Preferred stock. _____ --·--- __ ------------- ------ _____ _ 
Common stock ... ____________ ------- _______________ _ 
Bonds outstanding._-----_--------------------------Bills payable. _________________________________ ------· 
Accounts payable .. ---------------------------------· 
Unqjvided profits .• ------ __ -------------_-----------· 

$31, 061, 500 
38,409,952 
34,526,600 
3, 750,000 

16,549 
426,675 

$30, 878' 900 
28,161,570 
34,R82,000 
4,730,737 

24 565 
275:335 

l---~- 1----~ 

Total. .. ___________ ---------------_________________ 108,191,276 108, 453, 107 

Combined balance sheet of subsidiary companies of Centrni Leather 
Company as of December 31. 

[Not including the United States Leather Company holdings.] 

1907. 1906. 

Assets: 
Plants---------------------------------------------
Bark and timber lanw, other real estate, and rail-

road propertY----------------------------- --------
Hides, leather, bark, extract, lumber, supplies, 

materials, and iundry personal propertY-----------· 
Unexpired insurance·---------------------------------
Bills receivagle ... __ ------- ----- __ ----- _ -------- --------
Accounts receivable .. ---------------------------------0 ash. ________ ------______ ------_____________________ _ 

$4,747,058 

1,352,385 

7,4S8,977 
20,319 

'101,053 
1,765,088 

96,952 

$4,406,318 

1,285,973 

8,234,523 
18,380 

420,459 
1,993,835 

99,210 

Total________________________________________________ 16,112, 732 16, ~5:>, 722 

Liabilities: Capital stock._ . .: ___________________________________ _ 
Surplus _________________ ----------------_____________ --· 
Due Oentury Leather Oo ________ __ __________________ ~_ 
Mortgai:-e due by Wallin Leather Co .. ---------------· Bills payable. ______ ------______ ------_________________ _ 
Accounts payable _____________________________________ _ 
Accrued interest--------------------------- ------------
Undivided profits ______ ---------- ____ -------- ____ ------· 

1,000,000 
4,651,475 
4,703,005 

9,000 
3,571,000 
1,357,329 

135, 478 
730,~4.5 

1,000,000 
4,661,475 
5,531 ,351 

9,000 
2,005,000 
1,097 ,622 

71,693 
1,183,581 

1-----1---~-

TotaL.-------------------------------------------- 16,172, 732 16,(59, 722 

Income account, United States Leather Company, year end~a December 
Sl, 1907. 

· Profits on sales _______________________________ .:________ $706, 349 
l'rofits on manutacturing, including tanning and extract____ 583, 546 
Commissions and cartage on purchases and sales for others, 

including subsidiary companies' products _______________ 2, 067, 891 
Interest on advances to other companies and other loans and investments ____ .:. _________ _;_________ ___ _____________ .673, 113 
Dividends and other receipts and income from subsidiary 

Mi;~cif:~~~~s -efil:U.iDis-aiiCi-iilcoffie::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::_2_·_0_~_g_;_~_t_~ 
Total receipts ---------------------------------- 6, 153, 501 

Deduct: 
Interest on debentures-----------------------------
Interest on bills and accounts payable ___ ____________ _ 
Administrative expenses ---------------------------
Taxes, insurance, legal and other expenses ___________ _ 
Dividends paid -------------------------------~---

288,800 
730,241 
456,830 
254,501 

3,736,938 
-----

Total deductions-------------------------------- 5,467,310 
Surplus for year ________________________________ _ 686,191 

General balance sheet of United States Leather Company December 31. 

1907. 1906. 1905. 1904. 1903. 

Assets: 

~:~~~iits-receiviii>1ii.~~~~~--~----~~~--~----~~~~~----~~~~~~--~--~~--~--------~--------~~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::: ~:~~:i~ fo:~:M~ ~:~:=~ 

8t~~~:~~i~l~r~s~~!~~~~~~~~~~~::::~~:::::~:::~~:~:~::::::~~~::::~:~::::~:::::::::::======-----~~:;:~~- ::~:~::~ :i:~ 
$2,420,667 $2,049,952 
5,757,802 6,~.313 

549,117 140,897 
10,735 5,9'26 

141,906 144,548 

ii~t~t~~~}'}~}}_\;;~-}J:}~f-~~~~}}}-_~:~t_~;;:~~:;;; f ;;~~~;;---~;~·;- ;:i:i ;.i:i 
~~i~~f :~~E~Jrn=~~~~~~~~~=~r~-===~~=r=~~~~-ff =~~ff ff =-~~=H~-~-=-~~-~=I~~H~~?~-~-~ -- --~~;J~:- -- - -~~ID):---- -,:;~i=-

9,814,944 10,328,626 
2,262,860 1,915,974 

595 ,987 401 ,355 
34~,696 1,117,5.58 
559,485 457,718 
100,00:> 100,000 

6,696,069 6,313,295 
50,515,44.3 49,H2,022 

9,914,BSS 10,000,000 
--------------- ___ ,. ..... _________ 

100,000 100,000 
62,832,300 62,832,300 

56,570 67,260 

TotaL •. _______ . ------- -- .• : .: _____ ------- ----- --- ---- ---- -- --. -- . --- .•.• _·_. --- • ------ __ 167 ,498,i05 169,627 ,937 161,855,116 152,672,469 151,165,739 
Liabilities: l=======l=======~=====l ,======I====== 

Oommon stock. _________ -- ------ ---- --- - --- ---- - -- -- -- -- -- -- . --- . -- .. -- . ------ .• -- -- . -- . . 
Preferred stock. ____ . . --------- - - --- - --- --- - ----- -- -- --- --- ----. -- - . --- • --- . ------. -- --- . . 
Bonds .. ____ ___ ____ __ _ -- - -- - --- - - -- ---- -----. --- --- ----- --- .. _ .. __ . __ ------- ____ --------- · 
Accrued interest, etc. - . --- • ---- .. -- . --- --- .. ---- --- ---- ___ • ________________ ------------- · 

62' 83-2 '300 62,882,300 
62, 2 2,300 62,282,3()() 
5,260,000 5,280,()(Y.) 

25,254 17,549 

62,882,300 62, 2,300 62,882,300 
62,282 ,300 G2,282 ,300 62,282,300 
4,680,000 5,080,000 5,280,000 

52,470 67,950 50,550 
Current accounts .. --·--. --- . --- --- -- . --- ----. --- --- ---- ---- --- -- ... __ .•. _______________ . . 342,461 609,585 659,949 235,620 334,394 
Exchange not due. __ • ______________________ ------ ______________________ ------ ____ ------ · 453,582 2,072,904 1,516,S-22 1,098,298 1,075,224 
Bills payable. ______ _________________________________________________________ ------- ____ . . 
Reserve for fire insurance ....... ---------------------------- ------------------- _________ _ Surplus .• ------------· --- ___ ---- •. ____________ __________________________________________ •. 

2,100,000 1,450,000 
517,685 309,587 

18, 'lOO,Oll 17,534,385 

12, 785 '01!) 13,030,000 7,900,000 
419,172 639,729 632,666 

23,599,401 22,913,209 20,641,529 

Total. ....•• --- • __ •.. -----. -- .. --- -- -. --- •.. - • ----. --- . ---- -- . --- . ____ --------- ___ -----· 167,495, 705 169, 627' 987 161,855,ll6 152,672,469 151,165, 739 

"Represented by hide.s and leather, tannery 'plants, extract works, glue plants, sawmills, lumber, railroads, bark, timber, and lands in !ee, 
bark contracts, bark at tanneries, personal property, cash, and sundry debtors. 
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OfficeTs: .E. C. Hoyt, president; A. A. Healy, first vice-president; 
W. G. Garr1tt, second vice-president; J. J. Lapham, third vice-president; _ 
D. l'. Squire, fourth vice-president; J. R. Plum, treasurer; F. EJ. Knapp, 
secretary. 

Directors: A. A. Healy, Frank Healy, E. C. Hoyt, L. C. Krauthoff, 
J. J. Lapham, L. H. Lapham, R. E. Paine, P. A. Valentine, New York; 
J. Ogden Armour, H. P. Darlington, Chicago; C. W. Allen, Nathan Al
len, Kenosha, Wis. ; G. W. Childs, Ridgeway, Pa. ; S. P. Davidge, Short 
Hills, N. J.; W. G. Garritt, Boston; Eugene Horton, Middletown, N. Y.; 
Van A. Wallin~ Grand Rapids, Mich. 

Annual meeting, fourth Wednesday in February, at Jersey City, N. J. 
Offices, 52 William street and 26 Ferry street, New York. Corporate 
office, 15 Exchange place, Jersey City, N. J. · 

[EXHIBIT C.] 
A.MlllRICA.N HIDE AND LEATHER COMPANY. 

[From Moody's Manual] 
Incorporated May 3, 1899, in New Jersey; a.mended certificate of In

corporation filed August 28, 1899. The duration of the corporation is 
}>erpetual. Company was formed for the purpose of carrying on tlle 
business o~ tanning ~nd currying of all kinds; also to manufacture, cure, 
and trade m skins, hides, and leathers of all kinds, t<,> slaughter animals, 
and pack, preserve, buy, sell, and deal in the constituent parts of ani
mals and animal products ; also to purchase, 'hold, and dispose of th e 
stocks and securities of other corporations. The company bas power to 
carry on its business in any State of the United States and in foreign 
countr!es. The company acquire<;J, by absolute conveyance, the lands, 
tanneries, factories, plants, stock m trade, and good will of the business 
formerly belonging to 21 different concerns, a List of which is given in 
Moody's Manual for 1902, page 1305. Also owns the entire $50,-000 
stock,. except 50 shares necessary to qualify directors of the Pennsylva
nia Hide and Leather Company, a Pennsylvania corporation, which bas 
.acquired the title, free from incumbrance, except as to the mortgage 
securin~ the bonds of the American Hide and Leather Company, to the 
plants rormerly the pro~erty of Alley Brothers & Co., and B. F. Thomp
son & Co., .at Curwensville, Osceola, and West Hickory, Pa. 

'The busmess carried on by the company is principally the manufac
ture of upper leathers of all kinds for shoes, including cowhide, leath
ers, black and Russia calfskins, . enameled and patent leathers, which 
constitute over 90 per cent of the output of the company. Various 

gTades of fine leather used in the manufacture of other articles and 
also a small amount of sole leather are manufactured. Total capacity 
is 5,000,000 calfskins and about 2,750,000 hides per annum, this being 
approximately 75 per cent of the entire annual production of upper 
leather in the United States. 

Uapital sto~k.-Authorized, $17,50-0,000 common and $17,500,000 7 
per cent cumulative preferred, the latter being preferred as to assets 
as well as to dividends. Outstanding, $11,274,100 common and $12,-
548,300 preferred; par, $100. Dividends on preferred of 1 per cent 
each were paid February 15, May 15, and August 15, 1905 ; none since. 
Accumulated dividends to and including May, 1908, a mount to 56 per 
cent. Transfer office, Trust Company of America, New York. Regis
trar, Farmers' Loan and Trust Company, New York. Listed on New 
York Stock Exchance. 

Bonded debt.-Seven mlllion one hundred and ninety-four thousand dol
lars first sinking fund gold sixes, dated September 1, 1899 ; due September 
1, 1919; subject to call at 115 and interest on any interest date on tblrty 
days' notice; interest March and September 1 at Trust Company of Amer
ica, New York, trustees. Coupon, $1,000; principal may be regist ered 
Mortgage provides that the company shall, on September 1 of each 
year, beginning 1900, deposit wit h the trustee $172,500, which sum 
shall be sufficient to purchase $150,000 face value of bonds at not e:ir
ceeding 115 and interest. If none or less than $150,000 of bonds can 
be purchased at or below 115 and interest, the sinking-fund payments 
are to be invested and held for further security of the bonds. Author
ized, $10,000,000, of whlCh $9,000,000 were issued for the general pur
poses of the company and $1,000,000 reserved to be issued for new 
properties acquired and subjected to the mortgage. Of the $9,000,000 
of bonds issued, $7,194,000 are out st anding, $475,000 are in the 
treasury of the company, and $1,331,000 have been purchased and are 
now held by the trustee in the sinking fund. The first mortgage, dated 
September 20 1899, securing these bonds, covers and is a first lien on 
the real estate, tanneries, factories, and plants, and the supplemental 
mortgage dated October 2, 1899; covers· all skins, hides, leather, tan 
ba1·k, stock in trade, and other supplies and raw materials; goods 
manufactured, nnmanufactured, or in process of manufacture, horses, 
wagons, harness, furniture, duplicates, patents, and all other chat tels 
and personal propm-ty owned by the company, or which it may here
after acquire,· and situated in or upon any of the company's properties 
in Massachusetts, Michigan, and West Virginia. Listed on New York 
Stock Exchange. 

Income account of American Hide anci Leather Oompany and its subsidiaries, 11ears ending June so. 

1906-7. 1905-6. 1904-5. 1903-4. 1902-3. 

Trading profits--------··------------------------------------------------------------- $1,151,~ '1,178,i87 '1,374,432 '1,1~;;~~ $853,424. 
Profit on bonds purchased for sink1ng fund, etc------------------------------------- 14,832 8,297 31,755 32,690 

1~----~1~~~---1·------1--~----1-------~ 

Total-------------------------------------------------------------- .•.•.•••.••. - l==l='=16=5=,=380='l==l=,=181=, 7=8=!=l===l=, 40=5=, l=P!l=l:==l=, 2=0='1,=60=1=l~===886=, 11=4 
Deduct: 

Replacements, renewals, and repairs-------------------------------·-----------····· 159,055 167,505 190,291 196,865 200,377 
Bad debts and reserve for doubtful debts·---------------------------------------- 8,49.3 21,843 18,691 26,784 9,988 
Interest on bonded debts-------------------~----------------------------------------- 511,500 611,500 511,500 511,500 511,500 
Other interest------------------------------------------------------------------------ 66,066 86,547 29, 798 28,180 65,182 

~~d~~g ~r~~~~~~i~=======~========-=---=-======-======================::::::::: _______ 150~~- • i~:m "~~:~g 150,000 150,000 Miscellaneous _______________________________________________________________________ -------------- ------------- --------------- ::=::::::::::: -------28~7oi 
TotaL----------------------------------------------------------·---------------- 895,044 1,062,879 1,151,245 91~.330 I 965, 748 

Balance surplus for year_·---------------------------------------------------------------- 270,336 118,905 254,942 291,272 ° 79, 634 

"1 per cent includes $130,000 paid August 15, 1905, on $13,000,000 preferred stock, less $4,517 received on preferred stock held in trust. 
1> 2 per cent. 
ci Deficit. 

Balance sheet of American Hide and Leather Oompany ana its subsidiaries June 30. 

1907. 1006. 1905. 1904. 1903. 

Assets: 
Cost of properties ... ___ . --•.••.••••• --- ...•. ------ ______ .•. ___ ...••. -·-·. ------ .••.••• 
Sinking fund ... ___ . --- . -- ...... --- ... ------ .. -----. --- ---- ---- --- - --- ------ -------------
Materials and supplies .... ---·.------._----_----_.-----.. --- •. ---- .. ---•.... - .••• ---
Bills and accounts receivable--·----------------------------------~---------------
Oash ........... ---- .. _. _. ----------- __ ---- ----. __ ---- .. ·-·-- _. ______ ---- _. _ ... _ ••..•. _ 
! :Uscellaneous. __ .....•.. __ .. _ ••• ----- .. -----. _ ----- __ ----- _. ___ . _ ·-- _. ··--- __ . ---------

c $26,479,073 0 $26,483,282 0 $26,458,528 • $26,466,346 <1$26,«1,<Yrn 
b 26,790 1,122,155 008,2P!l 702,496 503,907 

6,305,659 7,254,060 6,566,627 6,34.6,0'll 6,746,516 
0 2,170, 705 Cl 2,099,807 0 2,018,878 Cl,536,828 C>l,764,418 

298,337 28!,591 388,112 286,526 428, 451 
76, 773 78,243 81,423 108,313 115,009 

'l'otaL .. -- . ------- --------- _. ------ ------ .. ------- .• _ .. __ ......• ------- .••. ---••••••. 35,357 ,337 37,322,188 36,421,855 s5 ;Wi,530 35, 999,368 

Liabilit ies: 
13,000,000 13,000,000 13,000,000 13,000,000 13,000,000 
11,500,000 11,500,000 11,500,000 11 , 500,000 11, 500,00Q 

• 7,194,000 • 8,525,000 4 8,525,000 4 8,525,000 '8,525,000 
823,209 1,963,031 1,395,4n 880,878 1, 923, 57.!> 

1,357,790 1,122,155 908,287 702,497 503 ,9f' 
1,482,338 1,212,002 1,093,097 838,155 546,88~ 

Preferred stock ..........•..•.. -- _ -- _. -- -..•.•.. - - . -........... _ •. ------- -.... --••...•. 
Common stock-----------------------------------------------------------------------
First-mortgage 6 per cent bonds. __ --- ---------·---------·-· •"·----·------------------------
Current liabilities ... __ ------ .. -----------------------------.---------------------------
Sinking fund, first-mortgage bonds ...... _ --- . --- . -- -- --- ------- ----· -----------------
Surplus ..... ------- ------. ----- ---- ------------. -------------- .•... ----·----------------

Tota.L. ---- ••• ----. -•.... -- .•••. -. ---- - ------. - -- --- -- ---- - - --- • -- ----·· •••••• ---·· --· 85,357,337 37,322,188 36,421,8.>5 35,446,530 35,999,368 

• Including 4 517 shares preferred and 2,259 shares common stock of the American Hide and Leather Compa.ny held in trust. 
~Includes oniy cash and accrued interest (bonds in sinking fund, held by trustees, not treated as an asset as in former years). 
c After deducting reserves for doubtful debts and discounts. 
'After deducting each year $475,000 held in treasury and in 1907, $1,331,000, held in sinking fund. Bonds held in sinking fund are 

included in 1906 and in earlier years. 

Officers: T. W. Hall, president; T. S. Halght, first vice-pre&ident; 
Aaron Hecht, second vice-president, New York; F. L. Roenitz, third 
vice-president, Chicago·; C. P. Hall, fourth vice-president, Boston ; G. A. 

HiM;.:C~{~;t!1:fo~~~tg;~s~~rs. Ni:i:1Ji~~r. w. nan, Aaron Hecht, New 
York; C. P. Hall, Boston ; F. L. Roenitz, Chicago. 

Directors: The foregoing and C. A. de GersdoTff. T. J. Ryan, Henry 
Seligman Frederick Strauss, New York; C. H. Buswell, M. Robson, 
c W Tidd, ID. L. White, Boston ; James Skinner, Woburn, Mass. 

·Annual meeting first Wednesday in September at Jersey City, N. J.; 
main offices, 92 Cliff street, New York, and 17 East street. Boston.. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo· 

ming yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
M.r. WARR.El~. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will pardon me for another 

interruption, that bill, with this 15 per cent hide-tariff pro
vision in it, was reported to the Senate on the 4th day of May, 
1897. 
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Mr: W .ARREN. It was. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And it passed Congress .finaily on the 24th 

of July. 
l\Ir:. WA TI REN. And the free-hide text-book1 here in my 

hand, is da.ted April 14. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Therefore the provision to which the .Sen

ator l'efers wa.s bef.ore Congress .and the public for two months 1 

and a half before final action. 
Mr. WARREN. That is true. Now1 they ha·re one other 

proposition. Mr: President, I have not the gift of language, nor 
the terms to properly characterize it-asinine is not severe 
enough to cover the case. But I refer to their attempt to prove 
that, because the price of cattle goes up and down, if the price 
of hides does not go up and down at just the same time and 
dates, we, as farmers, do not get any benefit. That is one of 
their prize ~uguments. While the hide, according to their state
ment, amounts to one-tenth of the value of the animal (accord
ing to the facts, one-fifth would be nearer) ., it has no more to do 
with the difference in values of different parts of the animal at 
different times than has the rising of the new moon or the 
changes in the moon. The fact that you separate the hides from 

. the meat, and have a market for hides and a market for meat, 
'Separate 'ftnd apart from each other, is no more strange than 
that the price of lard does not always go up and down with that 
of pork, nor that the price of tallow does not go below that of 
beefsteak, nor that wool -and mutton do not go together, up or 
'down, in value. ' 

Another thing I find ber~and it is a funny sort of a fact
is that nearly all the official documents of the boot and .shoe 
and tanning aggregation are printed on yellow _paper. I will 
make no comment 'On it, but simply state the fact. -One of the 
distinguished men se1ected by that great industry to represent 
them undertakes to -prove that because a ·steer sells for $5.40 
a hundred and hides bring 9 cents a pound, the packe.r makes 
the difference between $5.40 and $9 a hundred. The innocence 
of that man is surprising. I ean not think that it is innocence; 
I think it is intent; ;and I can not help thinking thus, for there 
is scarrely a person who does not .know that when you buy a 
steer at live weight npon the hoof you pay per pound what he 
.weighs on the hoof, and when you slaughter .a steer -0r other 
miimal .from 35 to 50 l)er cent {)f the total w.eight of the car
cass is thrown away; and when you count net results, you must 
receive per pound nearly double the price for the net usable 
portion of the animal in order to get even your cost back. Then 
the cost of doing business -and the pro:fit must be added to 
that--

Mr • . BEVERIDGE. l\Ir. President, will the Senator let me 
ask him a question? , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo
mmg yield to the Senator .fro.m Indiana? 

Mr. WARREN. I .do. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not quite catch wh.at proportion 

of the animal the Senator from Wyoming said the hide repre
sented. 

Mr. WARREN. About a fifth o~· sixth usually. It depends 
.on cireumst:mces. It might rnn fo .a tenth sometimes, be.cause 
the conditions vary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the 'Senator mean to say a fifth 
or 5 per cent-which one? Here is a :statement. if I may inter
rupt the Senator--

Mr. WARREN. I care nothing about the statement. The 
statement that a hide is 5 per cent of the weight .of .an .animal 
is too ridiculous even to listen to. 

'rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
declines to yield. 

Mr. WARREN. No; I yield. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do not understand that the Senator 

declines to -yield. 
"I refer the Senatoi-1 as to the divisions of the animal, to the 

statement made befoTe the House committee by the representa
tive of the packers. Before I read that statement, however, 
I want to call the Senator's attention to -the -fact that n moment 
ago, when we were discussing the benent which :the packers 
would recei~e from this, the Senator said, I believe, that no 
IJackers had appeared. As a matter of fact, I know he does not 
want that statement to "'<> uncorrected. I find that the packers 
did appear through a Mr. Urion., who makes a Tery long state
ment, the purport of which is to prove that the duty on hides 
should be retained. He says that he has had twenty-two years' 
experienc~ 

Mr. W .ARREN. Before the Senator goes through that.. 1et 
me say I made tnat statement, as ..applied to the Senat-e. and I 
repeat lt now. On the other hand, I am sure no one volun-

teered to appear .and ask for anything for the packer s before 
the House committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Nobody knows, 'SO far as that is con
cerned--

Mr. WARREN. The Senate is considering this subject now. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The S.enate is considering the subject ; 

that is quite true, but I do not know whetl1er the packers or 
anybody else appeared before the Finance Committee. I have 
no quarrel with the committee a.bout that, but, as a matter of 
fact, we do not know who appeared or who did not appear. I 
understood the Senator to say that the packers had not ap· 
peared before the .American Congress on this subject, and I 
find that they did. 

Mr. WARREN. I did not use the term "American Con
gress." 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true; but the American Congress 
is passing this bill, .and I assume that the .Senator had refer
ence to the .American Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senate is just now considering it. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. '.rhat is true. We do not know who did 

appear or wh-0 did not appear before the :Senate committee. 
MT. Urion, who stated that he represented the packers and 
who said that he had about twenty-one or tw.enty-two years' 
experience .in this business, :said : 

The average valu~ of. a hide or t'he average of a hide is about 6 per 
eerrt of the total of an animal. A-s you 'know, the edible parts o1 a 
steer are only about 57 -per cent. The ether 43 per cent is ma.de up :Of 
the hid~ the .tall.ow, s.nd what we classify as "offal." 

I want to stop there to say to the Senator that :a moment :ago 
he said it was 45 to 50 per cent of the animal ; but that is not 
correct--

Of the 43 per :cent, the hide is the most valuable part ; and, as I 
say, .about 6 per cent. 

That is, -0f th~ 43 per cent :outside of the meat the hide is 
the most valuable part; and, a s he says, it is ab.out 6 :Per cent 
of the value. That would seem, if the representative of the 
packers is correct-- · 

J\fi'. WARREN. I would rather go by actual transactions 
than by any quotations that the Senator from .Indiru::l.a may 
read, .e-ven frnm a book of testimony tak--e-n by a committ-ee <>f 
the House. I was taitdng about weight, while the Senator is 
talking about value. I have in my hand here---

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Ju.st a moment. . I am informed that · 
there were three men i'el)r-esenting the -packers who were before 
the Senate Committee on Finance on the subject of a duty on 
hides. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was n o man, so far as I know, r.epr~ 
senting the packers who appeared before the Finance Com
mittee. 

.Mr. BEVERIDGE. Perhaps I was incorrect in the state
ment--

.M.r .. ALDRI <;H. Th~e w~r~ parties who .a_ppearea. before the 
comfill.ttee ur_gmg the 1mpos1bon of a duty on hides; but they 
all denied that they r~presented anybody except the 'Cattle 
raisers and the farmers. ·They stated that distinctly . 

1\Ir. PENROSE. They were from 'Texas, as I i·emember and 
had no connection with the packers. ' 

l\IT. ALDRICH. They were all from ·Texas and Kansas 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That straightens that matter out. ·we 

now know who did appear before the committee according to 
their own representations. It is true that the representa.tiv.e of 
the -packers, frankly ad!11itting himself to be such, did appear 
before the Hou-se committee. He made a very long statement 
and was-subjected to a -very long examination, in which he urg.ed 
the retention of the duty. I merely meant to call the attention 
of the .Senator to the faet that his division of the animal was 
not in accordance with the division made by this representative, 
who ha-s been twenty-one or twenty-tw-0 years, as I think, in 
that business. I do not myself know which is correct. 

Mr. WARREN. He might have been twenty-one years in the 
-0ffic.e or at the slaughtering pens. I have pulled the rope too 
many times .and have seen too many cattle butchered to be un
sure of my ground as to proportionate weight of hide to balance 
-0f carca.ss. I want to say fillother thing. 

.l'tfr. BEVERIDGE. Just a moment-
Mr. GARTER Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo· , 

ming yield to the Sena tor from Montana~ 
Mr. WARREN . .Yes.. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming is 

speaking, .I imagine, -Of the proporti.on -of ·rnlue, whereas the 
.s.eruiro:r .from· Indiana is doubtless speaking of the proportion of 
weight. . 
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Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Indiana first asked me 
about the weight; but now perhaps he is asking about value, and 
when he has finished I am going to give him the value by actual 
figures. 

Mr. CARTER. The proportion of weight is between 6 and 7i 
per cent, and the proportion of value is about 16 to 17 per cent. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. Urion ses the word "value; " and I 
will say to the Senator--

Mr. CARTER. He has simply confused the items. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. "Uriah" must not be Uriah Heep. I 

do not have the honor of knowing him, but I must defend him. 
l\lr. BEVERIDGE. He is not Mr. Heep. He is Mr. Urion. 

The Senator himself is not a better butcher or a more expe
rienced butcher than Mr. Urion. 

Mr. WARREN. I did not claim to be. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said he had assisted in butch

ering too many cattle not to be familiar with the matter. I 
want to say that Mr. Urion is not an office man at all. Accord
ing to his own -statement, he has been a practical man, engaged 
in this business for years. 
· Mr. WARREN. I have no doubt. I will examine his testi
mony and remark upon it to-morrow. It is now so late I w~ll 
not be able to. finish to-day. I have in my hand five bills or in
voices taken helter-skelter out of the bundle, and they aver
age the return paid upon stock killed as to the percent.age of 
weight and value of hides. These are actual transactions, re
turns made in the usual form long before tb.is matter was up. 
They are the cash-account returns made to a man who shipped 
the stock. Here is one dated February 5, 1909: 

[Duplicate.] 
CHIC.A.GO LIVE STOCK EXCHANGE, 

O F FICE OF THE SECRE'.rARY, 
Union Stack Yards, Chicago, Ill. 

Statement of the disposition of one carcass of beef nnd its offal, pro
nounced fit for food by the state veterinarian of the State of Illinois, at 
a post-mortem examination thereof, held in the city of Chicago on Feb
ruary 5, 1909. 

owner, Smith Brothers' Commission Company. Sold to J. Wall. Tag 
No. 377. 

CREDIT. 
By four quarters of beef, 745 pounds, $6.50 __________________ $48. 42 
By butter stock.! .40 pounds, $7.65-------------------------- 3. 06 
By steer hide, i<S6 pounds, $12.30--------------------------- 10. 58 
By bead, tongue, etc-------------------------------------- . 60 

62.66 
DEBIT. 

To slaughtering, dressing, chilling, and delivering carcass_ $0. 97 
To feed and petty incidental expenses________________ 1. 06 

2.03 

Net proceeds--------------------------------------- 60.63 
Owner, J. H. Hall, Breckenridge, Mo. 
Is the Senator satisfied with that? If not, I have four or five 

more that will show equally well. There is no question as to 
the proportion,s. · · 

I desire to say that this matter of a duty on hides is no new 
imposition upon the boot and shoe makers. ·Even the Southern 
Confederacy during the life of their government levied a duty 
of 10 per cent ad valorem on hides; and I want to say now, be
fore I pass over it, that that 10 per cent which they then 
levied and the 10 per . cent, the 5 per cent, or the 4 per cent 
levied by our Government at various times covered all the hides 
and skins of cattle, including kips and calves; and also those of 
goats and sheep, and even with a duty of 4 per cent ad valoreni 
the amount of protection enjoyed and the amount of revenue 
received exceeded that which we received later under a 15 per 
cent duty on hides of cattle alone as the law was administered. 

The following was the hide and leather rate of duty under 
the Confederate States tariff of May 21, 1861: 

Shoes and boots of all kinds, worn by men, women, ·or children, of 
whatever material composed, not otherwise provided for, 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Saddlery of all kinds, not otherwise provided for, 15 per cent ad 
valorem. · 

Furs, batters', d1·essed or undressed, not on the skin; furs, undressed, 
when on the skin, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Leather , t anned, band, sole, and _upper of all kinds, not otherwise 
provided fo r, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Art icles used in dyeing and tanning, ~ per cent ad valorem. 
Live animals, free. . 
Articles not enumerated (among them hides), 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. .Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo

ming yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. W AilREN. Certainly. 
:Mr. ALDRICH. It is evident the Senator from Wyoming will 

not be a-ble to complete his remarks to-day. It is my purpose 
to ask for an adjournment about 5 o'clock, and I have some unim
portant amendments, largely of a verbal nature, making changes 
in phraseology, which I should like to offer and dispose of, if 
agreeable to the Senator, before we adjourn. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. 1 That is perfectly._ agreeable to 
me, and I yield to the Senator. 
. 1\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in paragraph 411 the amend

·ment of the committee inserting the words " cardboard and 
bristol board " were inserted in the wrong line. They were in
serted in line 26, after the word " press." They should have 
been inserted before the word " thirty-five," in line 25. The 
change will make no difference in the rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The words "cardboard and bristol board" 
should come before the word "thirty"five," in line 25, after the 
word "designs." . 

The SECRETARY. On page 165, line 26, strike out the words 
" cardboard and bristol board," and insert the same in line 25, 
after the word "designs," so as to read "such designs, card
board, and bristol board, 35 per cent," and a comma. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert a new paragraph, to be 

known as " paragraph 194!.'' 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 68, it is proposed to add as a new 

paragraph, to be known as "paragi·~,Pj 194!," the following: 
194~ . Nippers and pliers of all kinds, except blacksmith tongs, sur

gical nnd dental instruments or parts thereof, wholly or partly manu
factured, 10 cents ~er pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the exception in that amend
ment? I a.sk that the Secretary read it again, and I ask the 
Senator from Rhode Island why the exception is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again state 
the amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Blacksmith tongs are of much lower cost, 

and there is no reason why they should not bear the old rate. 
Mr. CULBERSON. What is the old rate? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Forty-five per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend by striking out the 

exception. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That will be to increase the rate on those 

articles named in the exception. 
Mr. CULBERSON. No; it will leave it--
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator is mistaken. 
Mr. CULBERSON. It would leave the rate at 45 per cent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what the exception does; it 

leaves those articles at 45 per cent. 
Mr. CULBERSON. The amendment provides a duty of 10 

cents a pound, I understand. 
Mr . .ALDRICH. No; 10 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad 

valorem. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I misunderstood. I withdraw the amend-

ment I suggested. . • 
Mr. BURKETT. What was done with the amendment? Was 

some part of it stricken out? 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. · No; nothing was stricken out. 

· Mr. BURKETT. Does it include dentists' tools? 
Mr . .ALDRICH. Oh, no; it excepts them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. l\fr. President, three or four amendments in 

relation to the duties upon band and saw steel strips have been 
heretofore adopted. Upon examination, the committee find they 
are not properly classified. They are in three or four para
graphs; and in order to make the rates symmetrical, it is nec
essary to make some changes in the phraseology. There wiU be 
no changes in the rates; but in order that steel strips for circu
lar saws and for other saws may be properly classified, it is 
necessary to concentrate them into one paragraph. 

I will ask to have these amendments adopted, and if there 
is any objection to them hereafter, I shall be very glad to take 
them up and consider them again. They make practicalJy no 
increase. The rates are substantially the same. I will call at
tention to the paragraphs as I go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para
graphs 'will be reconsidered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 122 is the first one. I will send 
the amendment to the desk. 

The SECRETARY.- On page 35, in lieu of the matter stricken 
out in lines 10 to 14, insert a semicolon and the following: 
bands and strips of steel, exceeding 12 feet in length, not specially 
provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem. 
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:Ir. ALDRICH. That is a reduction below the rate in the Rhode Island for it that these are unimportant little amend-
port ion stricken out. ments which are necessary to straighten out the phraseology. 

Mr. STONE. How much of an increase is that over the Mr. ALDRICH . . I would not say . they are unimportant. It 
Bouse rate? is important that they should be correlated, so that there shall 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not an increase at all. It is a reduc- not be a rate upon steel bands and saw plates in one paragraph 
tion. different from what it is in another. 

l\Ir. STONE. A reduction? l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senate t ook the Sena tor's 
l\fr. ALDRICH. In pla ce of the rate fixed by the House bill, statement to mean that none of these amendments, important as 

11- cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem, and 3 cents per they may bB in the shaping of the bill, made any important or 
pound and 20 per cent ad valorem, it is a flat rate of 35 per substantial change in the ratee. 
cent ad valorem, which is much less than the House rate. Mr. RAYNER. Is there any increase in duties by any of 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to these amendments? 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island. l\fr. ALDRICH. My understanding of the effect of them is 

The amendment was agreed to. that the duties are lower in the paragraphs as they now stand 
The paragraph a s amended was agreed to. than they were in the paragmphs as they were agreed to by the 
Mr. ALDRI CH. The next amendment is in paragraph 129. Senate several days ago. 
The SECRETARY-. On page 37, line 20, strike out the words Mr. BACON. Will the Senat~r permit me to make an in-

" steel ba nd, circular, and other saw plates wholly or partially quiry? Of course the method by which the committee has pro
manufactured." . ceeded is one recognized by all as entitling it to precedence in 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. That was an amendment that was ·inserted the making of amendments to these various schedules before 
before. I move to strike it out. iridividual amendments were offered. I desire to know from the 

The amendment was agreed to. Senator, before the metal schedule is entirely laid aside, if the 
The SECRETARY. In the same paragraph, line 24, strike out same opportunity will be afforded to us as to this schedule that 

the word " strips; " after the word " plates" restore the word has been afforded in other schedules to offer any amendments 
" and" and strike out the word "of." we wish? 

The amendment was agreed to. l\Ir. ALDRICH. I have heretofore .stated to the Senate on 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. man.y occasions that if there is any amendment to any of these 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. The next is paragraph 134. paragraphs. which the Senate thinks important, I shall have no 
The SECRETARY. On page 40, paragraph 134, in lines 14 and objection to reconsideration. Of course I do not desire to have 

15, strike out the words " twenty-five one-thousandths of. 1 it reconsidered simply for the purpose of reopening the dis-
inch thick, or thinner, made :fyom wire or tempered steel-wire cussion. · 
rods," and insert in lieu thereof the following: "'Not thicker l\Ir. BACON. I have some amendments which I wish to offer 
than No. 15 wire gauge and not exceeding 5 inches in width." to the metal schedule. I do not wish to discuss. them at all, 

The amendment was agreed to. - because we have had very full discussion of that schedule. . 
The SECRETARY. In line 19 aniend the committee amendment l\Ir. ALDRICH. I certainly would object to reopening para-

by striking out the word "forty" and inserting in lieu thereof graphs that have already been discrn;sed and on which the Sen-
u thirty-five." ate has voted, except by a vote of the Senate for reconsidera-

1\fr. ALDRICH. That is a reduction of 5 per cent. tion; but in other cases--
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. BACON. As I understand, wl}en the Senator has passed 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. over all the paragraphs and offered such amendments as he 
Mr. ALDRICH. The next is in paragraph 136, on page 44, de ires, the bill will all haY-e been passed upon. 

line 10. Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, well, I do not intend to have them re-
The SECRETARY. On page 44, paragraph 1&6, line 10, strike opened by my consent, i! the Senate has voted upon them, unless 

out the word "saw" at the end of the line, so that it will there is some very good reason. 1 certainly do not expect to go 
read, "for steel plates." back and go over these paragraphs. They will all be open in 

l\fr. CULBERSON. What paragraph is th.at? the Senate of course. 
Mr. ALDRICH. One hundred and thirty-six. Mr. OVERMAN. Is it understood we can offer amendments 
l\lr. CULBERSON. What is the object of the· amendment? in Committee of the Whole after we finish the schedules? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The object is that the duties upon saw Mr. ALDRICH. Not on matters already voted on. 

plates and steel bands and strips shall all be consolidated in l\Ir. OVERMAN. I understand the usual rule is that after a 
one paragraph. The rates are reduced, and there is no change measure gets through the Committee of the Whole, we can intro-
of any other character, except changing the phraseology. duce amendments to any schedule. 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Mr. ALDRICH. Not to amendments already agreed to or 
Island a question. He seems to be getting through all these paragraphs agreed to . 
.amendments by his own vote. Nobody is paying any attention Mr:' OVERMAN. Not those agreed to, but any -subsequent 
to them. I should like to ask him whether he has raised the amendments. 
duty on steel rails by any of these amendments? Mr. ALDRICH. After a paragraph is agreed to, there is only 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet. one way to amend it, and that is to moT"e a reconsideration. 
Mr. RAYNER. But the committee has reported such an l\Ir. OVERMAN. Who controls that? Can not any Senator 

amendment, and when he reaches it I want to know it. move to reconsider? 
l\fr. ALDRICH. The committee have not reported any such Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate controls it. 

amendment. Mr. OVERMAN. Ah,. the Senate controls it! 
l\Ir. RAYNER. There has been an amendment put on the Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I think this is a pretty 

desks raising the duty on steel rails. important thing. This particular and precise point was dis-
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know where it came from. It cer- cussed at the beginning of the consideration of the bill, and it 

t a inly was not reported by the committee. I think the Senator will be found in the RECORD that after the discus ion it was 
from Maryland is probably mistaken. agreed by the Senator from Rhode Island that after the com-

1\Ir. RAYNER. No. I saw the amendment raising the duty mittee amendments had been adopted-of cour e there can be 
on steel rails. no amendments to those am®dments, but to that part of the 

l\fr. ALDRICH. It is not from the committee. paragraph which is not a committee amendment itself-anr Sen-
1\Ir. RAYNER. It is by some one-- ator might offer any 8:mendmen.t. . . 
Mr. ALDRICH. Or from any member of the committee. Mr. ALDRICH. Without reconsideration? 
l\Ir. RAYNER. It is by some one on a very intimate footing Mr. BEVERIDGE. In Committee of the Whole. 

with them. Mr. ALDRICH. Without reconsideration? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want to call the attention of Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not to a committee amendment, without 

the Senator from Maryland to the fact, which I take for granted, reconsideration, but to a paragraph. 
that I have understood the Senator from Rhode Island to say Mr. ALDRICH. These paragraphs have all been agreed to 
that an these amendments were unimportant and not substan- by the Senate, and we have discussed this question a dozen 
tial, and that they were more in the way of correcting phrase- times. 
ology, consolidating paragraphs, and did not materially affect Mr. BEVERIDGE. You will find it in the RECORD, as I have 
the duties. I assume that is the reason why the Senate was stated. 
not paying very much attention. Mr. ALDRICH. It is not of record as the Senator states. 

I myself do not understand just exactly what these .amend- It is not parliamentary law, and is not in accordance with the 
ments mean, but I have taken the word of the Senator from rules of the Senate. These paragraphs which have .b:een agreed • 
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to can only be amended now by reconsideration, and that re
consideration is in the power of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Further, in addition, I merely suggest 
my recollection--

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can find no agreement of that 
kind anywhere. . . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is a matter pf research. The Sen
ator himself did say, in connection with this discussion that 
at any time, even on his amendments, that if any S~a-tor 
wanted to introduce an amendment, he would' consent to its 
reeonsideration for that purpose. The Senator said that to 
two or three of us. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate and Senators will find me 
always willing to ask for the reconsideration of any of these 
paragraphs if it is the desire of Senators to move amendments 
to them, and if those amendments are of substance and have 
not . already been voted on by the Senate . . There is no doubt 
about that. But _that we are going to reopen these paragraphs, · 
or any of them, simply for the purpose of prolonging this indefi- . 
nite and interminable discussion, I do not consent for one 
moment; and I shall not consent to it except by a vote of the 
Senate. . , . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator is absolutely right 
about that, not only as a matter of procedure, but as a matter 
of propriety. 

· Mr. ORA WFORD, Mr. CUMMINS, and others addressed the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has the Senator from Rhode 
Island yielded the floor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have some other amendments to otrer 
when I have an opportunity. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. It is just for information. My under

standing was just as the Senator from Rhode Island has stated, 
except-these rules are all new to me, and I want to ascertain
that the bill is being considered in Committee of We Whole, 
and I understood that when it was being considered by the 
Senate as the Senate amendments could be otrered to it without 
reconsideration. · 

1\fr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. The Senator is quite right 
about it. The whole bill will . be open to amendment for its 
whole length and breadth when it gets into the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. / I do not know that there is any neces
sity for making this statement, but I prefer to make it at all 
events. I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
to the fact that I have an amendment to paragraph 123, which 
has not as yet been disposed of. . 

lUr. ALDRICH. That has been passed over. It has neyer 
been acted upon, and it has never been agreed to. 

lUr. CULBERSON. I want that distinctly understood. It 
relates to cotton ties, and is in the metal schedule. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. It has been passed over and never has been 
voted upon or agreed to in the Senate. 

· Mr. OVERMAN. What became of paragraph iOO? Has that 
been passed over or accepted? It is the plate-glass schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ha s been passed upon and agreed to. 
Mr. OVERMAN. You think that is not subject to amend

ment? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not except on reconsideration of the para-

graph . . 
Mr. RAYNER. Who controls the question of reconsideration? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate itself, and nobody else. 
Mr. RAYNER. Who controls the Senate? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Maryland does as 

much in that direction as anybody I know of. 
l\fr. BACON. The Senator will remember that when we 

reached the woolen schedule we acted upon it; and it was 
recognized that we could offer amendments, and they were of
fered and voted upon. I quite ~gree with the Senator. · I myself 
would not be disposed to offer any amendments with a view 
to their discussion, especially as to matters which have already 
been discussed. I wish at sometime to offer some amendments 
to the metal schedule. I should prefer to do it in committee. 
If it can not be done in committee, I will do it in the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The next is on page 47, line 25. 
Mr. CU:Ml\IINS. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr: CUMMINS. It is pretty difficult to get attention over 

here in the amen corner. I should like to ask the chairman 

• 

of the committee whether ~t this time he has called attention 
to paragraph 119? I was out of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One hundred and nineteen? 
Mr. CUMMINS. Whether be has at this time sought to do 

anything with paragraph 119? . 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have not. 
Mr. CUMMINS. May I ~sk what is the understanding of the 

Senator with regard to that paragraph? 
Mr. 4-LDRICH. My understanding was that we had agreed 

to the paragraph as it stood, but with a further understanding 
that it might be taken up either by the committee or by the 
Senator for further amendment, if that was desired. 

Mr. CUMMINS. My recollection is, while it is agreed to, 
the Senator from Rhode Island said that at some time it might 
be open, so that we could consider an amendment I want to 
offer. I think I would rather otrer it in the committee than in 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There will be no objection at all to that. In 
fact, the committee are themselves considering a different clas
sification of structural iron provided for in that paragraph, and 
I will confer with the Senator from Iowa at some time that is 
convenient to him, and we will take up the matter with a view 
to considering the amendments to that paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of the 
Senator from Rhode Island whether he has any further amend
ments to paragraph 136? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I have not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para

graph as amended is agreed to . . 
Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
~he SECRETARY. On page 47, paragraph 150, line 25, it is now 

proposed to disagree to the amendment which strikes out " one
half" and inserts "three-fourths." 

Mr. ALDRICH. That restores--
Mr. RAYNER. Is not three-fourths more than one-half? 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is my understanding. I hope the 

Senator from Maryland agrees with me. 
l\fr. RAYNER. I do. Yet you said that you were reducing 

these duties. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is what we are proposing to do here. 
Mr. RAYNER. What duty are you putting on? 
Mr. ALDRlCH. We are · reducing it from one and three-

fourths to one · and one-half. · 
Mr. RAYNER. The Secretary read" one-half." I thought he 

said from one-half to three-fourths. We are going through 
these matters so fast that no one on this side understands what 
is going on, and the Senator from 'Rhode Island can get through 
anything he wants. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The . Secretary will again state 
the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to disagree to the committee 
amendment striking out " one-half" and inserting " three
fourths." 

Mr. RAYNER. Nobody can tell how that stands. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Let it be read as it will read if amended. 
Mr. RAYNER. That is what we want. How will it stand? 
The SECRETABY. So that it will read : 
If less than three-eighths of an inch and not less than one-fourth ot 

an inch in diameter, 1~ cents per pound. 

Mr. CULBERSON. As against li cents. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I offer another amendment. 
The SECRETABY. On page 48, in line 2, after the word 

" pound " insert a colon and the following : 
Pt·ovided, That no tubes, pipes, flues, or stays, made of charcoal iron, 

shall pay a less rate of duty than H cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That provides that charcoal iron shall pay 
the rate of H cents ~hich we have just fixed; that all this iron 
and steel tube when made of charcoal iron shall pay the rate 
of 1! cents. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from l\Iissouri says to me he 
does not understand that. 

The· PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
1\fr. ALDRICH. ' I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Tb,e motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'ciock and 5 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 21, 1909, at 
10 o'clock a. m . 
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